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H- E Author of i Ta6s little Book, which 

bears the Title of [Seek and pou {hall 

Hind, ] does, b=th in his own'/Name, and 

| the Name of mariy Sincere Perſons, 
atale: open complaint of the” Lieentiouſne Fof” the 
Preſs (a)." If he means by! thoſe Perſo $ Flch'&s (a) In the Epi- 
are ſd Sincere in their Credulity,that oy mixt Hot Je to. — Rez- 
one grain of reaſonable: ann with it,- the- Com- © 


plzint will a M0 9 pau to us e, unleſs 
* be by moy em'td ER nel; -- _ LN 
Man z rd :yie ' that His Tort af S/atre 


were i purely' redulous,” ſei the Jaſbice 6f +4 
dekab Lay on” the fide-of- het? Sort :This 
lefſer matter "rr me in mind of a greater, yet of 
a like © 6, ir! the” Caitunitelion ; one 
Branches thts "which the Fadiorn; 'which ſprang'f 
Donatys, was divided/” They went'sb, ut' doing 1 7 
injury tothe Chriſtians, fromwhom they had made '_ - 
a cauſelels Separation ;'and* when their Aneivilities 
were, by wy whom on provoked, '#urn'd 

' took nfdenoe't call them- 


But dies eo thoſe, Wh! ire.the iNteizal Ag eE. 
ſors | deſerve the Blame. Thoſe who' ſend the 
"Challenge are the Lirentious, 'rather —_ 
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Opinions" they'ought 
Wit, tr -Ma be 
Refpymed Catholiques. 


bs.» <lieakyar the Bottom, and ugable rocarry thoſe, = {"\ 
©, who. Sail in; themg B AÞ6 LIAVED 7, i cannot, be 1 
Cx Dilegyſes the, fa | 


(without any reflexion eit = 
68, and the Soundneſs.of our Battow. ; whilſt ſore 
ud b+ | f\ : "are - 
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are ina : Veſſel which hon ſulſer's Fi away "adet- 
ons-and Additions, thar ic calinot be call'd the ſeams 
Ship it was, when Sr. Perey was in it. © 

_ Again, if ſuch Guides in Controverſy offer them- 
ſelves, as lead Men our of the'way, and turii' them 
round inan endleſs Circle;. the DireQion of honeſt 
Guides is a debt whichthey owe to Truth and Cha- 


rity. 
If Men in | Books, in. Pulpits, -in Converſation, 


ſhall daily ask the queſtion, Whereis the Proteſtant's. 


Judge ? they ought tocſteem it a' Civiliry in others; 
whea rhey give them a full Anſwer about a Judge 
in.Controverly. 
And if Mea of like Perſwallon revile zh Church 
as the Schiſmatical party of Doxa#ss, it is'bat'of 'de< 
cency and not want of ability, that Mendo not give. 
them an Jrene for their Lucifla,' In themean time, 
they haves Subſtantial Anſwer, though not fo ſharp 
a Rebuke, as their bold uncharitableneſs juſtly . me- 
rited:' 
Es th of 4, Ifa Rowiews Ula acruſeth” the Churth of 
Eng +6 as a Patrone of the Herefie of Syoctnus.. 
char h not with a direct and downright cliarge, 
{ooo pick Foolequgls of her Methods; cortimon 
515, Good: an ad Venerable Fg Mother cone 
ftraineth her Vons 1 _ ppeir itt'h "Vindication : ; 
and to ſhew that her its 1s very widely miſtaken, 
If ſhe pleads for Arians, Socinians, or any other 
FaCtion of Men, who fave departed-from the true 
Faith ; "ſhe'does it no otherwiſe than in the Words 


of her 'Lirany. In that Pious Office, ſhe beſecoheth 


God to bring into the way of Truth all ſuch as have 
erved. and are deceived : And may God abundantly 


fayour ber Charitable Petition... ; 
y 


, - 


The Introduttion, 


By ſuch -Conſiderations as theſe, I have, atlaſt, 


' been moved to write an Anſwer to.the Book which 


the Author is pleas'd to call The Pzoteftants Plea 


- foz a Socintan, and to make that Anſwer publick. 


But I muſt acknowledge,that, upon other Accounts, 
the Diverſion which this Anſwer has given me, has 
: been very unwelcom: As unwelcom as the'trouble 
.was to thoſe of old time, who, when they were 
employ'd in offering Sacrifice, were forc'd to turn 


; aſide, and drive away. from the Alcar the greedy 


}Fowls, and the impertigeant Flies. 1 

Now, in this Anſoer, I ſhall, for Order-ſake, and 
;that I may proceed diſtinQly, reduce 'whart I'pur- 
;poſe to fay to certain Heads 3: and they are theke 
three which follow. Coon tilogtdies 

'T. Obſervations towchivg the Book itſelf, its Edj- 
[#t0n, .Charatter ani deſign, 0 ON ru 


UL. Conſiderations relating to the General Argy- 


-ment of 7, by which it may appear to be of no real 


force againſt the Plea of the Reformed. 

II. Particular Anſwers to the Particular Parts 
of this pretended Proteſtants Plea, as or Jags aruts 
.ded in the Five Conferences of the Author. - . ;\ 


XUM 


The Difference betwixt the Proteſtant 
.. and Socinian. Methods, &C.. 


tt CO EI Ml — 


_ — — —_— 


ECHAP.L 


Obſervations touchmg. the - Book itſelf;,, 
its Edition, Charatter. and Defon.. © 


| the the Book itfelf, is may be. noted in. 
- = the ; 


Firſt place, That it 1s:neither »ew, nor 

entire. Tt is the Fourth Diſcourſe in the 
Second Elition of the Guide in.Controverfies, ſet our . 
in the Year. 1673, If chis Tract was publiſhed be- 
fore that' time, to me it was not; for then, and 
not before, it came tro my: knowledge. But this 
is not-the thing which gives our Eccleſiaſticks of- - 
fence ; for whether the Men. of. Controverſte bring : 
into'the Field either their Old or. their New Artii- 
tery of Arguments, this Apoſtolical Church is.proot 
againſt them. | | 

The Bvok, of which' this P/ea is a part, is be--. 

lieved, by many of 'the ſame: way," to be- of very. 
great Strength.and Solidity : :And when a Queſti- 
on is moved concerning -their Faith, they thinlt it- 
enouglrto fay, The Guide i unenſiered *.* If that »$ee ney. aq. 


ug 
be a ' good Method,; a Proteſtant , upon the like Ep. D.1. 
ps occafion, 


—_— 


occaſion, may take leave to ſay, The Book againſt 
the Fes Supremacy , written by | the learned and 
humble Dr. Berrow, & wan/werehle.. | And ,,after 
all this,” the Guide is aftually anſwered, though 
not in the Farmality. of- H/ors for Word, in a great 
*Sece,Þ. Stil. Volume of Refutation ®. The Bottom on which 
ſev. Diſcourles -1l is built is ſhew'd to befalſe 3. and-if a Workman 
the Grrde i» diſcovers the unſoundneſs of the Foundation, he is 
Contr, XC. Þ- not. oblig'd to tell particularly -how every fingle 
30% 30 Brick is dawbed with untempered Mortar, The 
Gaide is ſufficiently anſwered, if it be prov'd, either 
that the firſt ſep fr ſets is. falſe, or that be wants 
Eyes, or that he is, by prejudice, blinded. Some 
ſuch- thing feems to be, in: fome degree, in this 
Guide in Coxtroverſie ; and I may ſet it down as 


EF Obſervation, That though there is a com- 
mendable Temper in x, and his other Writings, 
yet there 1s an obſcurenels in all of them ; and We 
that is converſant in his Books, is as if he walk'd in 
a calm, but darkiſh Night. . | 74, 

(a) Diſs. 3. Part of this obſcureneſs to the Unlearned riſeth 
p. 254. > from Hard Words, which, though they ſeem not 
* Diſs. oc tO beaffefted by the Author, are yet. very frequent- 
Nec. of Ch. 1y nſed by him.. Such. are, in his other Diſcourſes, 
e70kr oN (a) Relative Cult, Saulviffeal (b). Non-clearneſ3 (c).- 
-) Diſc.t. p.9 Ierrability (d). Church- Anarchical (&).. Treditive- 
(f.Diſc.2.-p.133 Sexſe (f), Deceſ/ion (g), BAPaeS he 
ets Piet And, in thu Plea, Amtcertacrifie-(hY, Plerophory(1), 
p-24,23:29,30 Cognoſcitive Faculties (k), Unliteral (1), Conſub-" 
01.1% 1 flantiality(m), wo” OY RE 
7 P. ur. But the plain truth is this, That where the Cauſe _ - 
(m) P.4.1416, will not bear manifeſt and ſound Senſe, it muſt be 
2532-37 darkned with Words, if Men will plead, ViRAg. 

| IQ7 
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: for it. Concerning the Senſe of the Proteſtants 
_ - darkned in this and his other Diſcourſes, he has 
' done it with Art enough ; I cannot ſay, withequal 
: Sixcerity. Little Pieces of their Writings are taken 
-- out of their Places, and inlaid in ſuch manner as to 
ſerve the Figure of hu Work, but to blemiſh rherrs. 
And it may be a | 
Third Note, with particular reference to Mr. 
Chillingworth, whom, in this ſhort Dialogue , he 
- has cited more than twenty times, that whilſt he has 
- picked out of him many other Words, he has omit- 
' ted every one of thoſe which do expreſly anſwer 
: this Plea for « Socinian, I will ſet down theſe 
Words afterwards, in their due place, for the Sa- 
- tisfaQtion of Ingenuous Readers; (*) and to ſhew {*)SeeM.Cki/, 
that great Accompliſhments may be attended with *'* to the 


. Author of 
great Inſincerity. ; | Char, main= 
Fourthly, T obſerve concerning this Writer, That tain'd, Sect. 


he has not, in this Dialogue betwixt a Prote#ant as fed 


anda Soinian, ſtriftly kept the Charatter of either 4n/ve, p. 3, 


of them. 22, 54 58. 
Firſt, He hath not accurately obſerved the Che - 

rater of a Socinian. 
He introduceth the Socinian as infiſting perp 


tually upon the Point of the Conſubſtantiality of t] 

Son of God, or his being of one and the ſame E 

ſence or Subſtance with the Father: Whereas that 

properly the Point in Controverſie betwixt the - 
rians and the Catholick Chriſtians, rather than bc 
twixt them and the Socinians, who derive them 
ſelves from Artemon and Sazmoſaterm more dire]: 
than. from Arias.. It is true, they deny that Chriſ 
is of the ſame Subſtance with his Father, but thei 
proper Herefic is the _ of his being any mw 
(a: | efor 


| ————_—_— 


before he was conceiv'd by the Holy Ghoſt, and 
born of the Virgin Mary : For this reaſon the Ex- 
trats out of the Readings of the Co/lege of Poſnar 
/2) Sre Bib). (,) againſt the Socinians, have the Name given'to 


F:atr. Pol. in them of Theological Aſſertions againſt the New $a- 


01.2 Op moſatenians, and not the New Arians; yet in ſome 
SC. p. 422. , . 
reſpe&s they are, and may be ſo called, without 
abſurdnefs of Speech. Spcinmw himſelf will not ad- 
mit that the true Arias are of his way, further 
| than as they agree with him in affirming the Fa- 
{o)Socin. Con- ther to be the only God by Effence {o). And Sar- 
Vote uw dims, though he was a profeſſed Arian, and an 
"avowed Enemy of the Nicene Doctrine, yet he 
wrote againſt the Socinian Hereſies, which affirm, 
That Chriſt was a meer Man, and deny that the 
tp) $:ript. $. Spirit of God 1s a Perſon {p). But the Author may 
Trinit.Revela- have been moved to ſeleCt this Point becauſe of its 
> $172 accidental difficulty occaſion'd by Scholaſtick Nice- 
biem.Paradox.' neſs in their Diſputes about this Myſtery, and the 
6.2. 2-0-3 Controverſies which they have carry'd on about 
_ the very term of Homouſiety, There was artifice, 
therefore, in ſingling out this Point as capable of 


being turned into perplexity. Eſpecially (as Go- 


(a) Gol, m /{:v ws (q) the Sociniay notes) when the Occams and 


Pre: a0 Dip. the Durands enter into Queſtions about Formalitzes, 
tron  Suidditics, and Perſonalities. Other Points (as 
about Baptiſm, the Lords Supper, Orders, and the 

Church) would have been too ptain for the pur» 

ſe. 

his Socinian, and makes -him to fpeak to the Proze- 

{r ) Prot, Plea, fant mm theſe words: (x) {1 pray tell me, 
ah « Whether. do you certainly know the Senſe of the 
« Scriptures, Go the Evidence of which you ſepe- 


© rated 
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Again, This Author brings, or rather forces in 
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__ 


© rated from. the Church before Luther , .requiring; 


© Conformity: to the cootrary.Dottriges aS a 'Con- 


& dition of her Communion 2 Fhis is rather the 
Phraſe of a ory pen 2 Socinian. For, -though 
Socintes believ'd his own Scheme to be new, and 
diſtin&t from the whole Church, he did not believe 
that: the; Litherans had made ſuch a Separation. 
Neither would he have diſputed. with them about 


the Senſe of the Scriptures, for the Evidence of which 


they ſeparated (or rather were driven) from the 
Church of Rome, for he did allow that thoſe places 
were clear. Nor would he have given to'the Ro- 
man Church the name of the whole Church, or ſcarce 


of a Church at all, He did not ſo. muchas allow it 


to be a true Church in the moſt favourable ſenſe of 
the Proteſtants, who diſtinguiſh .betwixt a true 
and a pure Church, and compare it to a Maſs of 
Silver embaſed with Lead. ” _— 

Socinxs plac'd the Truth of the Church in the 


He affirm'd concerning the Votes or Signs of the 342. 


Church , That either they were falſe; -or, if true, 
belong'd. not to the Church of Rome: And he made 
particular Inſtance in the Mark of Þalp. He de- 


clar'd concerning Lather, (t) © That he drew Men (:) Socin, $e- 
« off from falſe Worſhip and Idolatry, and brought ut. Scropul. 

«them to that Knowledge of Divine Matters which 
«was ſufficient for the procming of Eternal Life. p: 33% 


He added, © That God did afterwards, by Xing 
&« lizs.and Occolampadiae, reform certain things of 
*.very great importance. He repeats it:again; That, 
* by the means; of Luther, . Men; were enlightned-in 


_ 4 thole I 0-9/7. neceſſary to 
2 


* Sals 


— 


Vol. 1: Op. 
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« Salvation. So that this Author does not exaftly ' 
perſonate a Socinian when he ſpeaks thus in a So- * 


nian's Name ; ©* Whether do you certainly know 
«* the Senſe of. the Scriptures for the Evidence of 


«* which you ſeparated from the Church 5fore Lu- | 


«ther ? 
Again, A Socinian would not have fpoken as this 
Author does in his Name, calling a heinous Iniqui- 
() Prot, Plea, ty a (x) very great (Baztal Sin. Nor would 
3 | any accurate Speaker have us'd that improper Ex- 
preſſion. 

Then ( Secoxdly ) for the Proteffant in the Dia- 
log ne, he does bere and there miſrepreſent his Senſe, 
and ſpeak, at the ſame time, as by him, and yer 

* Prot. Plea, Againlt him. For Example-ſake ; the Socinian having 


p 37. Soc. ſaid out of Mr. Chillingworth, That his Party had. 
not forſaken the whole Church, ſecing themſelves - 
ted from the Were a part of it, (which, by the way, a Socinian . 


Though I 
ſtand ſepara- 


preſent unre- yxy-QUId ſcarce have ſaid, but rather have own'd his 
formed Chur- 


ches, or aſp Church to have been a new one upon the whole 


(if you will) Matter, and granted a kind of Univerſal Apoſta- 


| -» 4, cy *) the Proteſtant is brought in as in a manner 


that was be- deriding this Argument in his own Perſon, or at 


fore Luther. eaſt as contented with it as, by a Sociman, pro- 


Prot. Blea, PO8'd:——— © So then it ſeems we need fear no 
. Plea, 


Conf. 5. p:33- © Schiſm from the Church Catholick till a part can: 
” « divide from itſelf, which can never be. Where-- 


as a Proteſtant would have firſt rold them, that there 
is juſt fear of a Schiſm in the Body of the Church 
Catholick, though not from it : And that they had 


made a Separation from the ſound parts of it,though' 
not from the-whole,z ' whilſt the Proteftants were' 


bath Members of 'the Uiverſal Church, and in' 
Communion wirk all particular Churches ſo far as 


they 


12 Obſeruations upon the Book call, 


Viisaea 


b_ —— 


boon DG Pn” 24 AR od 


The Proteſtants Plea, &c, 13, 


they; are Chriſtian. He would have added, That 
Mr. Chill;ngworth's Words were proper in his. own 
Caſe, but. not in the Caſe of a Soinian Church, 
which is taken t0-be a Member in the Univerſal 
=» Church, but,unfound and-out of its place. 
| Fourthly, It may -benoted, that the Author of this 
Book is not the Invexter, but the Borrower of this 
| Argument calPd The Proteftants Plea for a Socinian. 
It has been uſed by Valerianns Magnus ; by the Au- 
thor of the Brief Diſquiſition; by Sir Kenelm Digby, 
in his Diſcourſe (x) concerning the Infallibility of (x) Chap. 16. 
Religion, (if he. be the genuine Author ;) by the © 79% 
Jeſaite who cavillPd againſt Dr. Potter's Book calld, 
ant of Charity. Which Argument of the Jeſuire 
was long 'ago an{wer'd by Mr. Chillingworth (y), (3) See Chill. 
though this Author, who was under Obligation, by 5 52 be 
_ the very Nature of his Undertaking, to have Re- Char. Maire. 
-. ply'd, is pleas'd to paſs it over in lilence. Sect.16, 17.18 


- Since that time, Louis Ma:mbourg (then a Je/uite) _ wo” « 
wrote a Book Intituled, 4 7reatiſe concerring the (y/Traves dela . 
True Word of God (=). Four Chapters of that little ie Parole 
| . . . _ , ne 
| Book are Spent in the managing of this Method. ri:, 1673. c:7. 
| And, If you will take it upon his own Word, he has 2:47-<-3-9-62. 
2» come into the Field with Invincible Weapons (a). p81 Stepartic 
About two years after, this Proteſtants Plea is fer p82.87.33; 
to fale among vs, after the Engliſh manner in other {Z/7:352--ar 
knacks.' Aﬀer the French, comes the Engliſh Guide ; vincibles. 
| after the Foreign Expoſitor, the Engliſh Mi/repre- 
 fenter. We follow when the Mode declines elſe. - 
| where. When others molt their Feathers, we rake 
| them up and write with them. Yet this is to be 

_ acknowledg'd,that our Author,both in his Judgment 
| and Manners, and cloſeneſs of Writing, does much 3 
| | exceed that Monfieur Maimbonrg though he may ſeem "NY 
| to-have taken ſome Hints from him. > My E 


——___ 
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My -L/t Obſervation toucheth the delign of this 
Book, which looks as if it were particularly -levell'd_ - 
2oainſt the Eftabliſhed Church of England. It'is true, 1 
the more general Name of Proteſtant is uſed, but the 
Authors who are cited are not Luther or Calvin; Ca- gf” 
lixtus or Daille ; Cartwright or Travers ; 'but Archb. 
Laud ; Archb. Bramhal; My. Chillingworth ; Dr. Ham- 
monds Dr. Fern, and Dy. Stillingfleet, Now it has. 
been one of the later Stratagems of evil Men, to 
Miſreprelent the Miniſters of this Sound Church, 
as favourers of the DoCtrines of Socinus, and at 
this very time this Art is in Praftice, Otherwiſe, 
() Requeſt to why dces the Paper jult now ſcattered abroad, (6) 
Prot-P-2* ftyie the Socimans the Brethren of Proteſtants by 
deſcent and iniquity? To what other purpoſe ſerveth 
the beginning of the long Book juſt now appearing, 
See P.T. and calPd, a Letter to the Biſhop of Lincoln (c)? 
fourth Letter, For the Author complains of the Aria» Hiſtory of 
PP” Sandius, as publiſh'd hereat London, (though"twas 
y ſet forth in Holand, and in Exgland twice refuted) 
and of rhat Biſhops declining an Anſwer to it ; 
. which (ſurely) he might reaſonably do, without 
any approbation of ſo ill a Book; for every Man is 
not at leaſure to do every thing in Learning, which, 
in the general, is fit to be done. Þ 
The Titleof this Book is Serviceable to the above- 
{aid defign, by way of Infinuation. And who will 
aſſure us, that it was not pick'd out of the Garde for S | 
this dilingenuous end? That it was gathered meerly | 
as the choiceſt Flower contain'd in that Book; and 
nct as the fitteſt in this junfture for this calumnia- 
jos a ye [ do not believe that this was the 
principal deſign either of the Author or the Pubh- 
fh.r. But, if a Man, that matey: 


XUM 
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pat 


ſelf from his Neighbour, can both dig his Ditch, 
and caft hisdurt upon him, he.may, perhaps, beſo 
ill natur'd as'to think he does well to difpatch two 
works at a time. 

However it be with our preſent Author, this is 
certain, Sacinus himſelf taking notice of irc (4d), {4) Socin. So- 
that Eng lend and Scotland were not favourable to his _ yg —_ 
PoErine ; and that it ſprang out of Hal. . $9229 "OY 
the Uncle, B/anarats, x hn Alciat, were Itali- 
43s, and bred-in the Roman Church. Ochizxs was 
of Sena, and, ſome ſay (e), Confeſſor to the Pope, (e) Biblioth. 
and General of the Order of the Capucins, Fauſtus Ag hin Þ: 
Socinus the Nephew, as well-as Le/ims the Uncle, a. 1542. 
was of the ſame $:e»a, and nearly related to Pins, . | 
the Second, and Third; and to Paul the Fifth {f). (F, Ibid. p. 64- 
Aad, of the Fir Chapter of the Second Book of the 
Reformation of the Church of Poland (g), theſe are (g)Hiſt. Refor- 
the Contents. © After what. manner the Seeds of Or 
< Nivioe Truth:were carriedout of Iraly into Poland, Tn. p. 1 3.8 
«<:n the Year 1551 by Lelizs Sxinns. And before his H. Ref: Pol. 
removye 1A the Year 1546, he had form®d a Socinian of ; IR 
Cabaliof Italians in the Territories of Venice (h), and Ms. e Lib. 
eſpecially at Vicenza, amounting to a conſiderable 3%? _ 
number, And I find it ſaid elſewhere {/}, that, in (Ms. Ep. of 
the Year 1539, the burning of a Lady who had Englith Uni- 


tarian—. to 


_ ttirn'd from the Church of Rome, open'd the Eyes Ameth Ben 


of Men in Poland, anddiſpos'd them to inquiry in- 4mcth Amb. 
to Truth: | EY pad oy 
I have-feen ſome Applications (4) of the S9c;z5- (1) giv, anti- 


ans to the Mihometans,, in which they ſhew what Trin, p. 149 
oaches they make towards them. I have read jjuones 


of Conditions of Accommodation betwixt the $9- {tianorumcumn 


cinians and the Romanifts (1). But Fame it felf- (1 Citholico- 


me > <2 mmyrne PE 
think) has not invented any ſuch proje& betwixt wg” 2 
I 


the Secinjens and the Enzlifh Church. 


- 
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I do not offer this diſcourſe, as a proof of encou-. 
ragement for Socinianiſm in the Church of Rome; 
yet it is an Argument ſufficient for the Silencing of . 
thoſe of that Communion, who charge it upon 
Ours. 

And for other Churches, that which is ſaid alrea- , 
dy may be a proof of the wonted Sincerity of Mox- 
freur Miimbourg, who tells his Readers with afſu- 
rance, that the Perſons who, after the interval of 
nigh goo Years, reviv'd Arianiſm, were all of 
them either Latherans or Calvinifts before they be- | 
(m\Maimb. Came the Diſciples of Soct1mns (m ). A Man Ou ht | 
Hit. del A'i- to have been Maſter of their Hiſtory, before he had 
eo: 26a pronounc'd fo freely of them : But fome haye an 

extraordinary Talent in making Hiſtory. 

It is true, the Author de Conftantis Religions 
(1) MS. in Chriſtiane (n), was by Education a Lathersn 3 but * 
Px. p.i. he was taken young into the School of the Jeſuites : 
And, after having been Ten Years among them, he 
turn'd Seciniar; as he himſelf relateshis own Story. 
And Men, who conſider the Nature of cauſes and 
effects, are inclined to believe that the way to So- 
cinianiſm has been much open'd and widend by the 
Popiſh Doors who have ſo vehemently urg'd the 
Dialogue be- Obſ, cureneſs of the Scr iptures in the DotFrine of the 
tween a new 7xjn/ty ; and who, at this very time, furniſh the 
Cath Do Hawkers with their little D-alogues, endeavouring 
to equal the new Dottrine of Tranſubſtantiation, 
with that of Three Perſons in one incomprehenſible 
Eſſence. For to ſay,that that invention of Pafchaſins 
is as reaſonable to be believ'd as the great Myſtery of 
the Trinity, by all good Catholicks, is 1n effeQ to lay, 

that neither of them is reaſonable. E 


CHAP. 


\/mnM 


CHAP. Il 


Canſderations touching the General Ar - 
gument of the Proteſtants Plea for 
a Socinian ; ſhewing the weakneſs 
of it , and that it us not of force 
enough to overthrow the Plea of the 


Reformed. 


” ET that which hath been ſaid, ſuffice for 
| | the 2:a//ty of this Writing, I will proceed 

r_— tothe Gezeral Argument of it, which may, 
ir brief, be thus.repreſented. 

The Protetants and Socinians, agree in their 
Plea, they alledge Scripture, they meaſure Faith by 
it as by a compleat and clear Rule. They reject 
Councils, and the Major part of Church Authority, if 
they are not convine'd that they are founded on the 
Scriptures, ia finding out the {cuſe of which both 
ſides profeſs due Izduſtry. Both parties excuſe 
themſelves, (whatſoever DoCtcines they advance, 
whatſoever Wounds they open 1n the Church) as 
uninfe&ted with H-r-ſ, and free from Schifen, till 
their private Spirit be fatisfi'd, and, before the 
Tribunal they erett in their own Heads, they are 
ſelf-accus'd and ſelf-condemned. 

Therefore Proteſtants make Apology for 'S9cini- 
ans, and are neither able to contute them, upon 

| C theſe 


a. 
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theſe Principles and Methods 3 nor to juſtifie them- 
ſelves; but are oblig'd to appeal to the Inf «llible 
Judge, or the Major part of the Bench of Juages in 
the Roman Church, where all ſuch Controverſies 
may be ettequally ended. "IY . 
The force of this ſpecious Argument will be aba- <- . 
red (as all ſuch Arguments may eaſily be, whole 
force lays only in plauſible appearance). by a few 
plain Confiderations. 
Firſt, the Socinians will not allow their Plea to 
be perfeCtly the ſame with that of the Proteſtants ; 
eſpecially thoſe of the Eff abliſhed Church of England. 
The Socinian Author of the Brief Diſquiſition pro- 
ceeds up na ſuppoſed difference; and he endeavours 
to ſhew that unleſs the Evangelical quitted their own 
way of Reſolving Faith, and made uſe of the Me- FF 
thods of Sinus, they could not Solidly and Evi- 
dently refute the Romaniſts, and particularly the 
Judgment of YValerianus Magnus, concerning the 
Proteſtant Rule of Believing, E 
Secondly, Both Arians and Socinians plead T ra- 
dition; though their Plea is not manag'd exaQly after 
our better manner. And when they plead Tradition, 
why is not theirs then as much the Popiſh Plea, as, 
when they plead Scrzprare, it is the Proteſtants ? for 
neither do they plead that jalt as this Church does. 
Two Afſertions may be here advanc'd. 
_ Firſt, that the Ar/ans and Svciniens plead Tradi- * 
tion, 
Second!y, that ſome Papiſts have help'd the more 
_— of them to Materials for the making of that 
tea. | 
Firſt, Arians and Sveinians plead Tradition wa 
the Divine Nature of Chri > as the Romani 
| plead 
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plead Tradition for it. Artemoz taught the He- 
relie of our Saviours being a meer Man. And we | 
are allured by an unnamed {a), but an antient and (-) Avon. aps 


(as appeareth by his Fragments) a very ſagacious _ oy 


- Author, that his Party declared rhat they follow'd p. 155. 


Antiquity ; that their Anceſtors and the Apoſtles 
themſelves were of the ſame belief ; that, to the 
time of .Pope ViF&or, the true DoQtrine of the Apo- 
ſtles was preſerved; and that it was rams Th 
the times of his Succeſſor Zephyrin. Theſe (how 
unjuſt ſoever) were their Allegations. | 

Socinus (b) takes the boldneſs to afficm, That the 74; $oc. de Fe. 
Romanilts ace not able to defend their Principles <f.Op. Vol.1. 
about the Trinity, by the Authority of th? Fathers : ®' 353 
And, on the contrary, that the Earlier Fathers (Cc), (c'Socin.Reſp. 
who liv'd before the Council of Nice, were firm in 94 Yurtum, 
his belief. He cites the Courc!/ of Ariminum, Juſtin Tn 
the -Martyr, and S. Hilary, He "$a ( upon 
ſuppoſition of leiſure) to write a Ira& on this Sub- 
ie for the ſatisfaCtion of thoſe who are moved 
w.th ſuch Authority, | 

Crellics (d) pretends that, during 350 years a f> (4) Crell.Pizf, 
ter Chriſt, the Dcfors of the Church conſented in - hers» wg 
this Fairh, That the Father was the moſt High God, y. 4, 5. 
whilſt the Son was a Deity different from the Creator 
of the World. 'He lays of Grotims, in upbraiding 
manaer, That he mult needs know of this Hiſtort- 
cal Truth, being a"Man converſant in the Fathers. 
He quotes F «ſt: Martyr in his D/alozue with 7ry- 


pho, as Evidence on his fide. He has the Conki- 


dence tro ſay, That the Men of his Way have de- 
monſtrated this; and that the very Adverſaries of 
the Unitarians have confeſſed this to be true in Ter- 
tullian and Origen, He introduceth S. Hlary as a 

C 2 Patron 
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* Heron. 
Moſcorov. in 
Ref. Append. 
Mart. Smigle- 
Cli, Þ.. 19. 
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Patren of that Doctrine which denies the Divinity 
of the Spirit of God, He preſumes to ſay, That 
the nearer apprcaches we make to the Azti-Trimi- 
tarians, the nigher we come to the Apoſtolical 
Faith. | 7 
M-/corovins * charges his Adverſaries with miſ- 
repreſenting of the firſt Fathers, when they bring 
them in as Witneſles of that Faith concerning the 
Trinity which they profeſs. And he proceeds in 
telling of them, © That Jenatizs, the moſt antient 
& of thoſe Church-Dottors whoſe Writings are ex- 


. © tant, does openly ſay the contrary in his Epitle 


{e) Racov. 
IG11. 


(f) Lubien, 
Hiſt. Ref. Po- 
DMs. I. CZ 
P. 5, 6,7, 8. 


© to thoſe of Tar/#s, affirming that Chriſt is not 
*the Deity who is God over all, but only the Son 
* of God. He goes on in citing Juſtin Martyr, Tre- 
new, Origen ; how much to the purpoſe, it is not 
my buſineſs here to determine. Ir 1s true, Jena» 
7425 15-not the moſt antient of thoſe DoCttors whoſe 
Writings are extant : but when he wrate this (e), 
Mr. Toung had not publiſhed Clements Epiſtle, nor 
M-1n2rdus that of Barnabas, Itis alſo confels'd that 
he cites:'a ſpurious Piece of Tradition, (for Ionatirns 
wrote not that Epiſtle Ad 7arſexſes); but, in the 
mean time, to Tradition, he, in part, appeals. 

 Lubieniecins (f) ſpends a Chapter in Demonſtra- 
ting (as he imagin'd}, that God. had not left his 
Church, from the Apoftles times to: his, Without 


” 
nd 


Witneſſe3 of the DoArine which denies the Trini- 
ty. Heglories in Artemzon, Samoſatenus, Photinus, 
and others: for Men are apt, in all Factions, to 
pretend. to Number and Antiquity. H Rr 7 
Chriſtopher Sandius wrote his indigeſted Heap of 
Church-Story with this very deſign, that, in the 
{ſeveral Centuries, he might take eſpecial notice - 
| rae 


- - 
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the Favourers of the 4ria» DoQrine. And, under 
the borrowed Name of C:xgallzs (g), he gives him- (2) Cingal. 
ſelf the Honour of having made a oft ſolid proof putird: me = 
concerning all the Fathers of the three firſt Ages, p. zo. 
that they believed as Aris believ'd. | 

_ Mc. Biddle, in the Appendix to his Book againſt 
the Holy Trinity (hb), endeavours to ſtrengthen his (b) Bills 
Plea with the Teftimonies of Ireners, Juſtin Mars AP ol Opin. * 
tyr, Novatian, Theophilus, Origen, Arnobins, L1- Tris. rem 
dantins, Euſebins of Ceſarea, and Hilary of PoiGters, and atleried, 
He pretends to the Fathers, though he is guilty of © 1553: 
falſe muſtering. | 

Monſieur- Aubert au Verſoy tells the World (7) (:)Proteſtant 

with great-aſſurance, © That all the Farhers who Pacifique, - 
«< liv'd before the Council of Nice were ignorant of © PE 
*that Notion of the Trinity which 1s now common- 
*ly embrac'd ; that all of them deny'd the Eternal 
« Generation of the Son of God ; that all believ'd 
«the Father to be the only Sovereign, Omnipotent, 
«© Eternal God. | 
The Socizians, who ofter'd to make Application 

here to the late Ambaſſador of the King of Fez and -— | 
Morocco, would, in their Epiſtle (#4), perſwade his {4} Fp. of $0- 
Excellency, *©That Antiquity was on their {ide from 5"-'" AN 
« Adam to Chriſt : and that all the Primitive Chri- 
« {tians, in and after Chrift and his Apoltles times, 
« never own'd any other befides the fingle and ſu- 
& preme Deity afika Father.. .This could not be 
{41d of all the Fathers from a Judicious Reader of 
them, but might be-borrow'd from rhe ſame Perſon 
who furniſh'd Sandivs with his falle Witneſſes C/). 7 v. Sand, 
This brings to my memory, in due method, the |; 035 4: 
' Second Aſſertion, That ſome of the Arians and 08a.” 
Secinians who put Tradition into their —_ have 
; | ; etch?! 
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(m)See Petav. ferch*'d their Materials from a Roman Storehouſe, 
LI.C.% Secte7J. 


$72. th ugh not direQtly trom the Church herſelf. The 
Ec ap Sand. Jeſuite Petavins is the Man: And his Second Zome 


Lelp Coat, of Fe.leſiaſtical DoFrines, is their Magazine (m). 


L2.p30. & Inſomuch that the Companions of MoxfienurClere (x), 
ap. Cingal. p. having firſt taken notice of the Citations of Curce!- 


35335 8-31 /p 5 in favour Of the Arian Dottrine, do after that, 
quomodo 


eninrilnd refer us to Father Perxs, as to the Author whom he 


queat ſie ex fg[{ow*d. The Modern Arians have, alſo, call'd 
'Frad. Apoſtol. 


ud demum {T#erins in to their aſli{ltance, in their Plea from Tra- 
quarto ſec. d/tio7, againſt the Divinity both of the Soz (») and 


patefict. 8 of the Sprrit of God {p). But the miſtakes of Per a- 


conſtitur. ait . : , - 
Dioayſius Pe- wins and others 1n this matter have been publickly 


tavius. See ſhew'd by a Learned Perſon (q) of this Church, 
4 re whoſe Work, though the Friends of Monſtcur Clerc 


tavius probat have touch'd upon, they have not refuted (r). 
omnes Fares Mr. Ch:1lingworth urg'd ſome ſuch thing as this 
-» 4. qomadgy in part of his Anſwer to the Feſuite who charg'd 
Aio ante do- the Proteftant-as the Advocate of the Socinian, and 
© Pe*enſe des 16 Cited Only the Notes of Peravias on Epiphanins 3 
S-ntimens, the Eccleſiaſtical Dodtrines of that Father not being 
Aw \-p, then come forth 1ato the Light. I will fer down 
Vet Jeſuite, Dr. Chillingworths words, becauſe they are- omit- 
(»; Cinzall. ted by this Author, who quotes him often where 
p. $5236, it is leſs tothe purpoſe, and omitsthatin which he 
P. 65, 67. ex ſpeaks direQly to his point. 


Hnet. Diigen. The Je/uite had thus Miſrepreſented the Faith of 
Fad Nic. "the Reformed, Chap.2. S:& 2. (/) * The «+ Do- 
(s, Defenſe des ® Etrine of Proteſtants, if it be follow'd cloſely and 


—_— * with coherence toitlelf, muſtof.neceſſity induce 


See here p. 9, © Socinianiſm. To this Charge Mr. Chillingworth 
12, 54, 58. (t) makes the folowing Reply. 
f) In Chill.+ : | 
"4 Sect. 9. p- 6. (t) Chill. Pref. to the Author of Charity Maintain'd, Sect, 16, 


I7, !S. Þ+ 9, Io, Ib. 
10, © Had 
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16. © Had I a mind to recriminate now, and to 
©* charge Papiſts (as you do Proteſtants) that they 
*lead Men to Socinianiſm, I could certainly make a 
* much tairer ſhew of evidence than you have done; 
*For I would not tell you, You. deny. the Infalii- 


© bility of the Church of Exgland; Erpo, you lead: 
* to Socinieniſm, which yet is altogether as good an- 


* Argument asthis,. Proteſtants deny the Infallibili- 


**ty of the Roman Church; Ergo, they induce So-- 


* cinianiſm, nor would I reſume my former Argu- 
* ment, and urge you, that by. holding the Popes 
*Infallibility, you ſubmit your ſelf ro that Capital 


«and Mother Hereſie, by advantage whereof, he. 
"© may lead you at caſe to believe Virtue Vice, and: 


«Vice Virtue 3 to believe Antichriſtianity Chriſti- 
* aniſm,and Chriſtianity Antichriſtian ; he may lead 
« you to Socinianiſm, to Turciſm, -+— if he have a 
«mind to it ; But I would ſhew you that divers 
«ways the Doors of your Church do the principal 
«and proper work of the $9c/ians for them, un- 
« dermining the Do@rize of the Trinity, by denying 
«it to be ſupported by thoſe Pillars of the Faith, 
*« which alone are fit and able to ſupport it, I mean 
« Scripture, and the Conſent of the antient Do@ors. 

17. * For Scripture, your Men deny very plainly 
« and frequently, that this DoQrine can be proved 


« by it. See if you pleaſe, this plainly taught, and- 


« urged very earneſtly by Cardinal Hoſius, De Au- 
« thor, Sac. Scrip. 1. 3. P.53- By Gordonins Hunt. 


* /eus, Contr. Tom. 1. Controv. 1. De Verbo DeiC. 


«719. By Grerſerus and Tannerus, in S-oyf any Ra- 
« :;bon. Andalfdby Veg, Poſſevin, Wiekas, and 
« others. 


18. * And 


- 


" 
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18, '* And then for the Cox/ext of the Ancients, 
« that that alſo delivers it not, by whom are we 
« taught but by Papiſts only ? Whois it that makes 
«known to all the World, that Exſebizs that great 
«ſearcher and devourer of the Chriſtian Libraries 
«was anArian? Is it not your great Achilles,Cardinal 
« Perrop, 1n his Third Book 2 Chap. of his Reply 
«to King Fames? Whois it that informs us that Or-- 
&« oex (who never was queſtioned for any errour in 
<« this matter 1n or near his time) denied the Divi- 
© nity of the Son and the Holy Ghoſt ? Is it not the 
« ſame great Cardinal in his Book of the Euchariſt 
« 2gainit M. du Pls 1. 2.c.7 ? Whoisit thatpre- 
& tends that Ire»evs hath ſaid thoſe things, which he 
| «that ſhould now hold would be eſteemed an Ariax? 
4 «Is it not the ſame Perros, 1n his reply to K. James, 
*in the Fifth Chapter of his Fourth Obſervation ? 
| «< And doth he not in the ſame place peach Tertul- 
« « //an alſo, and ina manner give himaway to the | 
* Arians ? And pronounce generally of the Fathers 
« before the Conrcil of Nice, that the Arians would 
« pladly be tried by them? And are not your Fel- 
« low-7c/rites alſo, even the prime Men of your 
<*< Order, Prevaricators in this point as wellas others? 
* Doth not your Friend M. Fifher, or M. Floyd,” in 
* his Book of the Nine 2ſt ions propoſed to him by 
* K, James, {pcak dangerouſly to the ſame purpoſe, 
& in his diſcourſe of the reſolution of Faith, towards 
«* the end ? Giving us to underſtand, that the new 
& reformed Arias bring very many Teſtimonies of 
*the Ancient Fathers to prove that: in this point 
* they did contradict themieives, and were contrary 
*« once to another, which places whoſoever ſhall 
Eread, will cluarly ſee, that to common. People i 
«hey 
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*theyareunanſwerables yea, that. common People 
«are not capable of the Anſwers that.Learned Merr 
<« yield unto ſuch obſcure paſſages. :And:hath, not 
_ « your great Antiquary Peravims, in his Notes oy 
<« on Epiphanims in Her. 69. been very liberal to the 
« Adverlaries of the D:@rine of the Trinity, and 

«© 1n' a manner given them' for- Patrons, and Advo- 

«cates? Firſt J«ſtin Martyr, and then, alnioſt alt 

<« the Fathers. before the Coynrcjl of Nice; whale 

* Speeches, he ſays, touching this Point, Cum Or- 

* ;hodoxa Fidei reguls mixime conſentiunt?  Here- 

<« 4nto I mighr add, That the Dominicans and Je- 

&« [aites between'them in another matter of great 

&« importance, viz. Gods Preſcience of future Con- 

« titigents, give the Secirians the Premiſes, out of 

«* which their Concluſion doth unavoidably follow. 

« For the Dowinicans maintain on. the one fide, 

« That God.can foreſee' nothing but what he de- 

& crees 3;.;'The FJe/uites.,omithe. other fide,/,. That 

© he doth-not decree all things 3 and from . hence 

« the Socinians conclude, (as it is obvious for 

« them to do,) That he doth not foreſee all things. 

& Laſtly, T might adjoya this, That you agree with. 

«one cogſent, and ſettle fora Rule unqueltionable, 

« That: no part of Religion can be repuguant- to 

« Reafon., whereunto you in particular, ſubſcribe 

« unawares in ſaying, From Truth no Man can by , 

& good Conſequence infer Falſpood ; which is to fay- 

&< 1neffect, That Reaſon cannever lead any Man:to: 

_ « Errowt: | And after you have done fo, 'you- pro- 

« claim to all the World, (as you'in/this Pamphlet L 
« do very frequently,) That. if Men follow. their 
«Reaſon and Diſcourle, they will (if they under- 

<« ſtand. themſelves) be led ito; Socinianiſm.) And 

< thus you ſee with what probable Matter-I might; 

681 D. « furniſh 
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« furmiſh out and juſtifie my Accuſation, if I ſhould: 
« charge you with leading Men to Socin/ani/m.. Yet 
«1 do. not conceive that I have ground enough for 
«his odious Imputation. And much leſs ſhould: 
«you have charged Proteſtants with it,, whom you 
* confeſs. to: abhor and deteſt. it ; and who fight 
Ganginſt it, not with the broken Reeds, and out 
«* of the Paper-Fortrefles of an imaginary Infallibi-- 
« tity., which- were only to make ſport for their 
* Adverſaries; but with the Sword of the Spirit, 
«the Word of God ; of which we way ſay moſt 
«cruly, What. David ſaid of Goliah's Sword, offer- 
*c&d by Abimeleck,, Nox eft ſxnt iſte, There is none: 
© comparable to it. | 
Thirdly; Though the Modern: Ariaxs: and! $5c/- 
##ans. do ſpeak. of Tradition, and not. of Scripture 
only,. yet our Plea and theirs is- not perfeHy the- « 
ſame: Touching the . Holy Scripture, we have 1 
reater.Veneration for -it than many of them z--and: 
r Tadition, though.we make it not the very Rule . 
of our Faith, nor place: Infallibility in it; yet, in. 
concurrence- with . Scripture , i weigheth- not ſo. 
much with them as-with us.. | 
We have a greater Veneration for the Holy Scri- 
pture-itlelf, than the rmghr Sorinian:; For ſuch: 2: 
one makes Reaſon the Rule of' that Rule ; and* 
though he. thinks a Dattrine- is plain in Scripture, 
yet, .if he believes it to be agamſt:'4#* Reaſon, he. 
alſents-not to it.. Whereas 'a Man of this Church: 
believes the Scriptures4© be written by Inſpiration: 
from . God : + And; upon that. account he. affures. 
| himſelf-rhat nothine- contrary to.-true Reaſon can-. 
be -contained in the- Scriptures. Therefore when: 
he finds any thing - in-Holy Writ whichto- him is. 
 iacomprehenlible, he docs-not Tay; he believes it. 
though. 
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though it be impoſlible and:irrational ; but he be- ", 
lieves it to be rational though. myſterious ; and he 
\uſpedts not Reaſon itſelf, but his.own.prefent Art 


of Reaſoning whenſoever it concludes againſt that 


blaſphemous trreverence, to reproach the Almighty 


which he reads, and reads without doubting of the 


fenſe of the words: And by Meditation the at laſt 


gads-his errour. | 
The S:c:iz#ars (s) challenge to themſelves Perras (u) Hiſt, Ret 


Hb4ilardes as one of their Predecelſors: For this they Polon-1.1. c.- 
citeSt. Bernard; and they ſtreagthen cheir challenge * ” 


with the Teftimony of Baronins, who ſays of A4bai- 
lardas, That he made Reaſon the Judge of Articles 


of Faith. Tt is true , a Proteſtant judges whether 


his Faich be rational, -or whether it be founded on 
Davine Revelation; but he awill not allow his Rea- 


fonings to oppoſe any Principle in Holy Writ : For - 


that were either to deny it to be of God, or, with 


Wiſdom with.a'Contradiftion. Yet after this man- 
ner 80cinians argue, though ſome of them uſe great 


caution, and:few make open profeſſion of it: Nay, 


they ſometimes tell us, -T-hat:the Scripture contains —— 
nothing contrary to manifeſt Reaſon (x). Hows- (x)Slicht ady. 
ever, by their manner of obje&ing againſt the Do- Ti 
Qrine of ithe bleſſed Trinity, the-Sagacious are-con- Smalc. Cont. 
vinc'd, that they firft think it:to be againſt plain Fran Dilp. 4- 
Reaſon, and then, reje@ing tas an errour , they 
colour their Averfion with forced Interpretations 
of Holy Writ. TD? | 

The words of Oftorodizs (y) :hint tous at what () Oftor. c.4, 
end they begin. © If Reaſon'(faid the) iſhews ex. Iftit. 
« prefly that a Trinity of 'Perſons iin God is falſe, 
«how could it ever;come into the Mind of an-un- 


*« Jerftanding 'Man to:think.it:to be:true, and that 
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{>) Ern. Sonn. 
Demonſtr. 
Theol. & 
Philof. p. 36. 


{a; Diſc. of In- 
fallib. in Reli- 
&7ON; Þ. 200, 


P. 203s 


«it can be proved by the Word'of God ? And fur- 
ther, They own, with us, from the Principles of 
Reaſon, that God is juſt and good; but then, with 
the Platonifts, they meaſure Juſtice and Goodneſs 
by particular Notions, which are zheir Reaſoning, 
but not the Reaſon of Mankind. And when any 
thing is ſaid in the Scripture which is contrary to 
ſuch meaſures, they are ready'to depart from ir. 
Upon this account it is,that many of them deny the 
Doftrine of the Eteraal Torments of the. finally 
Impenitent ; not becauſe it is-not plain enough in 
Scripture, but becauſe it ſeems contrary to their 
Notions of Juſtice, Goodnefs and Mercy ; though 
to the true Notions of them it may be reconciPd. 
Thus Brneſtus Sonnerws lays it down (>) as his 
Principle in the firſt place that the Eternal pains of 
the Wicked are contrary to Gods Juſtice ; and be- 
ing prepoſſeſſed with this prejudice, he can, thence- 
forth, find nothing inthe Scripture which may over» 
rule his Opinion. 

All this is not my private, and (as ſome Socini- 
ans may call it) uncharisable conjeQture ; there is 
a Romaniſt (a) who has ſaid the ſame thing, and 
in very plain terms. *© The Socinian (faith he) 
4 ;udgerh the Bible to be the wiſeft and moſt Au- 
<« thentical Book thatever was Written ; ſuch a one, 
«< 25 no other humane Writing can conteſt with it; 
« yet not fuch a one as no flip nor errour may fall 
*1nto it, even in matters of importance, and con- 
« cerning our Salvation :- And therefore, that where 
« reafon is abſolutely againſt it, he may leave it; 


.« though for Civility ſake, he will rather chooſe to 


« put a wrong Gloſs upon it, than plainly refuſe 
yr, - It eannot be pretended that Scripture is 
| * his 
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< his Rule :. for, ſeeing he ſuppoſeth Stripture to be 
« Fallible, and that, upon all occaſions, he cor- 
© reQteth it by his diſcourſe ;. it 15 not Scripture but 
& his diſcourſe, and his reaſoning, that is his true 
« and Supreme Rule.” Whichis the cauſe that they, 
&« or ſome of their party did denominate themſclves 
& Saxarations from right reaſon. 
And as we have a greater Veneration for the 
Scriptures than moſt. Ar:ans and Socinians ; lo have 
we a truer regard to real 7radition, which they ule, 
not ſo much as a witneſsof any great value, asafit 
weapon for the encountring thole who-diſpute out 
of Antiquity ; to the end that they may overcome 
them with their own Arms. Scc/nws: (b), had con- (3) Refp. ad 
ſulted-ſome of the Antient Writers. - He was one of Vujck. p. 618. 
the firſt- in. his Age who- ſuſpected ſome of thoſe 
Epiſtles to. be ſpurious, which went under the Ve- 
nerable Name of Ignatius the Martyr. Bur. I have 
not obſerved in-any of his Writings, that he puts 
a value upon any ſuch Authority, nay, he writes in 
Drvinity. it; ſuch manner as if no-Church-Writers 
had ſo-gone before him as to give any conſiderable 
light to him. He promiſeth a Trad&for the ſatisfa- 
tion of thoſe, (c). who were moved (in his opint- (c) Sociv. ibid, 
on) more than wasfit with the Authority of the Fa- Me ror 
thers. And though, in this one point of the Father ittorum Pa- 
4; the one Creator, he cites the Antients by way of Tum Autho- 
Argument to the Men who eſteem them ; yet in pr ou 
other Articles he confeſſes that he ſtands.divided moventur. 


from them (4),. and rather Glories that he gives ed) Soc. Dit, 


light :to all the World, than borrows from:it.. The pþ: 5:8. cor. 
| -Neque enim 
(arbitror) ex Script. noſtr. hom. oftendetur unquam, eos aſferere ant exiſtimare, 


' Scriptores ante-Conc. Nic. qui hodie extant, noſtrz ſententiz fuiſle, &c, nifinoſtre ſent. 


nom. intelſigatur fampliciter id,quod fentimus de Uno itlo Deo, &c. 
Author 
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(e Brev,Diſqu. Author .of the” Brief D#i/quiftion (e) blames the 
_ Trad. Proteſtants for the great deference they pay to un- 
Seec.2. p,6, 7. Written Tradition, meaning by it that which is not 
. Ok: Written in the Scriptures, bur in the Fathers ; al- 
though, at the ſame tume, he makes rhem to aſcribe 
to Councils and ſingle Fathers a greater Authority 
| than they really do, notwithſtanding they are very 
{f)Ruar-Epiſt. juſt ro them. Ruarns (f) though he was a Man of 
—» 191 Lohuvg extraordinary Candor, yet,in his Letters to Berg me, 
p. 132,134. he does not barely refuſe, bur reje@t with deriſfion, 
his Catholick Interpretation of Scripture according 
to the Rule of Vincent iz Lirinenſis which admit- 
teth, « That Senſe which-wasevery where, always 
* and of all beleived. [A Rule by which we help 
our ſelves. ] And he furtherprofefleth that he ſhould 
be much concern'd, if the Iaterpretations of Ca/vin 
and Luther were notmoreſolid and acute than thoſe 

of the Fathers. | 
We of this Church confider in theTnterpretations 
.of the Fathers, not ſo much the acurenels (though in 
S. Chry/oſtome, for inſtance'ſake, 'and in; Theodoret, 
1t 15 not wanting) as we do the Hiſtory, and the 
(s)See$licht light which they may give us into the conſent of the 

contra Cico- "Churches in the Primitive times. | 

hoy thi 3t  Weare not apt to believe that there was ſuch an 
6) Euſeb4e. Univerſal Corruption and Apoſtacy (g) as Sociale 
1.3. c. 32. ans ſpeak of immediately after the Apoftles times. 
obs Weare notStrangerstothe Teſtimony of Hegefippms 
- «Sis 7a4'vus (h) of which they make ule for the phckning the 
ws «530 - Primitive Church Hedoes not ſay that the Lepro- 
Ly wy " ſy:was ſpread-throughout the Church, but rhar it 
(7) V. Frag.ap. began early. 'We do not undervalue the Fathers, 
EuC. E-H-l-5- but proceed in rhe method of the Antients who be- 
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cended-tothafe who wrote next after the Holy Pen+- 
Men.. The Ga/vinifts themielves, Radonand Silvins, | 
in a Diſputation at Petrricow in Poland (4), did not { A: 1566-*- 
plead juſt after the manner of the Socimrans. They Vee. 
pleaded the Scriprtures together with Councils and p. 355, 356: - 
Fathers as Subordinate Witneſſes. Their Socinign 357: 
Adverſaries, Gregorius Pauli and Geztilis, mock'd 
at their way of arguing. They profels'd they would: 
admit of nothing but the pare Word of God as ſhi- 
ing ſufficiently by its own Light. And they denied: 
that there wascontain'd in formal terms in-the Holy. 
Scriptures, the Dodtrine of Three Perſons in one-. 
Divine. Eſſence. 

Again, the Members of our Church do: not imi--- 
tate. the Socinisns in traducing (7) Conſtantine the (1) Maimbibia, \ 
Great and preferring Conftantius the: Arian before Biddle's Pref: 
him. They celebrate his:-Memory as a Defender of Yer compa; | 
the Faith, ſo fat are they from reviling him as a Per eine the Grear,. . 
vercer of it. They do not joyn with: Sociniams in i0gerher with. | 
reproaching the Fathers of Nice as Mercinary and. Ne rears | 
Hexible: Men, whom Conſtantine had gained to his deviated, Oc. 
party by intereſt or force (»). They do not, with peed © 
Gregorizs Pauli (a) call the Explication of the N#- (m) See Difp-- 
cene Faith the Creed of Sathenaſſins, Þ They hate i Maimb. H:-. _ 
the irreverence as much as they deſpiſe the jingle. {1 10.62" 
They do not beleive that the NViceze Creed is forg'd, p. 361.-. 
as fome Socinians do (*), though at the ſame time (*) See Slichts ©- 
they take this upon the modern Authority. of Law- 9g "ang 
rewtins Palls, whom they make to ſay, that he his miſtake 
readit in very Antient B-oks of I/idore, who in his flloyed by - 
rime was a-Colle&vr of Councils: Such a Colleftor 17: p. 100... 
ef Councils as Farillzs of Hiftory ; a Father and a+ OQavo.-. 
ColleQtor rogether;- Phe-truth 1s, . it-is Ya#es bu- - 
Gaeſs:to- elude thee ſenſe of Tpdore, and to aſcribe a+ 
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twofold Creed to the Nicene Fathers, the Apoſtoli-- 
cal, and that which bears their Name. | Whereas 
Thaore diftinguiſhes betwixt their Creed and that of 


(») 164. Decr. the Apoſtles (9). 

Sul» hoc (7. e. | 

' Caniſtantino ) etiam ſanti Patres in Concilio Niceno de onmi orbe terr. convenientes, 
jexta fidem Evangelicam & Apoſtolicam ſecundum (Valiz from MS, A.C. reads a 


{carts ) poſt Apoltulos-ſymb. tradiderunt. 


The Prote# ants repeat in their Liturgy the Creed 
of Nice in the forra agreed on in the Coancil of Cop- 
ftantineple, and would not doſo, if they did not be- 
leive it Orthodox. : They do not ſay with ſome 

(!) Chr. Sand. modern Ar/ans (p) that it was framed by Marcellus 
r00. 0, Ancyranus a Heretich, or joyn with thoſe Spaniſh 
Jeſaites, who' (it ſeems) charg'd this Creed with 
theHereſie of Photinus the Maſter of Marce{us. They 

pay a more juſt Duty to the Emperour and the N:- 

cene Fathers, than to ſay with the Enemies of the 

Holy Trinity; that, ſetting Council againſt Coun- 

(9)See Maimb. cil :(q), they chuſerather to follow thoſe of Sirmi- 
H 4.357 wnand Rimini than thoſe of Nice. Our Church- 
Men do not, with the Socinians, diſregard the Fa- 

thers who liv'd after that famous Council, and ac- 

| knowledge that thoſe Fathers areagainſt it, and bid 

(r) Reſp. al defiance to their oppoſition. But ſo does Socinus (x), 
« oo P-613. {& does Crel/;us (/), ſo does Piſecius (t), for thus he 
 (/) Crell. Przf. diſcourſeth. © Do they fa y Theology knows nothing 
ad lib. deSatif- & of rhis ? Ir is enough it the Apoſtles do. S. Aruftin 
r) Piſce an © damns this. Chriſt approves it. The ſame Piſe- 
Dock Trin cias is more ſevere in his cenſure than Socinus him< 
Ep. Ded, " ſelf; and he agrees with Sca/zger (tt Scaliger be by 
| him rightly cited). in acculing all the-Fathers up to 
S. Auſtin time, of ignorance in another Dottrine 

abour the Receipt of departed Souls not Martyrs ; 


and. 
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- and in affirming that the'Errours of the. firſt Fa- 


:thers prepared the way for Antichriſt. 

- -I» fine, Though the Church of Exe /and#Yoes nct 
-make the Councils her Rule of Faith, or make 
*her Jaft Appeal to them ; yet ſhe believes that, in 


times of Controverſie, when the Heads of Men are 


-apt to bediſturb'd even in Matters otherwiſe plain 
enough, by the Heats and Diſtempers of the Age 
they live in, they are of ſpecial uſe. The Autho- 
rity of them tends to the quelling of the Party : 
And then, when the Faction cools, it tends ro the 
fixing and further ſtrengthning of the weak and 


:nterrupted Faith of many, For, as in a Ballance 


one Scale may deſcend more or leſs below the Le- 
vel ; {> there may be Faith and Afſent without ad- 
ding the weight of Fathers and Councils; and yet 
in unquiet Times eſpecially and diſputing Ages) 
{uch Teſtimonies may give ſome further ſtrength 
to Minds made feeble either by publick DiltraCti- 
ons, or the private Attacks of Crafry Seducers. 
Thus our Church gives to the Scripture the things 
that belong to the Scripture ; and to Zrad*tion the 
Dues of Tradition : And it gives more even to the 
former than generally 89cin/ans do ; and more alſo 
fo the latter, though with juſt Caution and Subor- 
dination. So that their Plea and vars is not, in a 
{tri& way of ſpeaking, the very ſame. But 
Fourthly, Tt we admit that the Plea of the Pro- 
teſtant and Socinian is the ſame, for the general na- 
ture of it ; we cannot be truly {aid to plead for them, 
unleſs the general Plea be, with Truth and Perti- 
nence, as well as Boldneſs, applied to the very me- 
rit of the Cauſe. If two Men will plead the ſame 


thing with equal Afurance , but not with equal 
DI E Reaſon, 
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Reaſon, in Truth and Merit *ris not the fame. If 
the Confidence of Men in pieading might weigh 
againſthe Right of others, they that were in the 
wrong would be inthe right : For what was-want- 
ing in the Reaſon of the Caſe, would be ſupply*d 
by Impudence. But is it faid by any of the 
Robe, that when the Counſel on either fide pleads 
Preſidents , and Statutes, or Equity, the Plain- 
"= pleads for the D:fendent, and the Defendent for 
the Plaintiff? Both pretend ro the fame Rule, but 
he that is in the right meaſures his Caſe by it ; the 
other would bend it towards his illegal Intereſts, 
One has a Pl, the other a Pretexce. If a Socinian 
will plead Scripture, and plead it falily, it is ſo far 
not ers, but hs. If Confidence in pleading may 
either carry or ballancea Cauſe, then Pleas of Laws, 
Scriptures, Oral Tradition, Fathers, Councils, may 
be urged contrary ways, and each ſide be equally 
juſtif'd : For all ſuch Pleas have been made by con- 
trary Parties. Mr. Lilburn pleaded Law as much 
as Judge Jenkins, though not as well. Some Dif- 
{enters in the @-ecns time wrote down thetr Argu- 
ments, and gave their Book the Title of Sons Plea. 
It may be their Adverſarzes might call it the Plea 
of Bibylon. Whether it was the one or the other, 
was to be tryed not þy the Name of the Plea, or the 
Perſuaſion of the Advocates, but by the Merit and 
Nature of the Cauſe itſelf. The Apoſtles pleaded 


before Magiſtrates of another Faith, that it was 


better to obey God than Man. All Parties who dif- 
fent from the Eſtablifſh'd Religion , uſe the ſame 
Plea, and generally in the ſame Words. But does 
this make the Pleas equal! Muſt they not joyn 
Iffue upon the Reaſon af the Caſe, and nemgens 

their 
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their Circumſtances and -thoſe of the Apoſtles, and 
obſerve wherein they agree, and wherein they 
differ ? \ | 
If Men, who- plead Scriptare as their Rule of 
Faith, make Apologie, by ſo doing, for all others 
who pretend to the ſame Rule ; then Catholick Conn- 
cils themſelves plead for Soc:n4ans : For (to give 

an example,) the General Council of Chalcedon Gand 

after it Evagrims) teſtifies («,), That the Intent of (-)Evage.H.F. 
the Second Council was, to make it appear by Scrt- 20 + 
pture-Teſfimony, That ſuch as Mzcedonins err'd —— 
in that Opinion which they had advanc'd againſt 

the Lordſhip. of the Holy Ghoſt. The Cruncil here 

us'd the like Plea with Socinus, but to a contrary 

End, and upon ſurer Reaſon. In ſuch Caſes there 

will be no fatisfattory Concluſion, till the moment 

of the Scriptures be particularly weigh'd. 

For Traaition, that was pleaded (x) by Valenti. (+) Sec Clem. 
mus, Baſilides, Marciow, who boaſted” of their fol- *** 2: 35: 
lowing the Apoſtle S. Mazthias, And Irenes C5) 1) Iren.l. 3, 
obſerv'd concerning Hereticks, that, being van- 
quiſh*d by Scripture, they accuſed it, and took 
SanQuary in Tradition. Thus, after his time, did" 

the N:/torian Hereticks (z_): Their Epiſtle to the (x) See a&. 
People of Conſtantinople begins on this manner, 7 he once Fvb. | 
Law is not geliverd in Writing, but is plic:d in the Tons be _ 
| Minds of the Paſtors. And when the Metropolitans Socr. H.E. ly. 
and Biſhops of the Third Connc:1 (that of Epheſus,) ©3*: 

. had confuted Veſtorius out of the Scripture, in ſtead 
of anſwering, he foam'd againſt them. S.. Cypriaz 


| % : (a) S_Cypr.Ep. 
(z) pleaded Univerſal Conſent againſt Appeals to 55. Pam. 59. 
: 5 EST xoh. P. 136. 
Na: cn ſtatutum fit omnibus nobis, & zquum ſit pariter ae juſtum, ut uniufeujuſ- 
que cauſa illic audiatur, ubi eſt Crimen admifſum, & fag. Paſtor. portio Gregis ſit ad- 
ſci1t2, quam regat, &c. V. P, Nicxn. Can. 5. 
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Rome ; and that is part of our P/ea too. Yet the. 
Romaniſfts will not allow that he either pleads for: 


our Church, or againſt their own. 


The Plea is to be. conlider'd, and not meerly of- 
fer'd. If, for example ſake, .a Church-man quotes... 
the ſame S. Cyprian .in favour of the Dottrine of the 
Unity in Trinity; . and Savaius the Ariaz cites the : 
{ame Father as being againſt it, are. we not to have. 
recourſe to the Book itfelf, and.to examine the Pre- - 
tences on both fides? Or can any Man believe a. 


Quotation is made. good by the meer quoting of: 


it? And may not one Party be confuted with-- 


out : the Spirit of Infallibility ? It is evident it 


| may-be done, for it is done on this manner. Sax-- 
(2) Chr. Sand. '4;45 (6) cites the Book De Duplici Martyrio, . as- 


Append, ad 


Interpr. Par- NOt- owning the Text in. $: John's Epiſtle, . There 
rad. p.376, are three that bear Record in Heaven, Now that - 


XC. 379. Book is not S. Cyprians.. It would 'be a very 


Extraordinary Birth, if he ſhould be the Father of 


c) De'Dopl. .it ; for- it makes mention of Divcleſians (c) perſe- 


IT % cution. And yet that ſpurious Book does not reject 


Mart. p. 594. 


Ed. Goulart. prian (e), he mentions the Text direQly , in his . 


Sect. 4. 5. Book of the Unity of the Church. And.of this how 


Commemora 


& Joh. Evang, are We ſure ? Why ! Let us open the Book and read + 


Triplex in plain Words, and their unwreſted ſenſe gives us. 


terra Teſt. Sp. £;,.: 4 
Aqu, & Sang. ſatisfaQtion. , 


&c, quan- - 


quam hi - tres-unum- ſunt, &c. (e) S. Cypr. de Unit. Ecclefiz, p. 109.-Ox:. . 


dicit dommus, Ego & Pater unum ſumus, & itexum de- Patre & F. &: Sp, S. ſcriptum 
eſt; Er bi Tres Unum ſunt, V. Annot. Oxon.. . 


.the place in-S. John, though it does not exaCtly ſet - 
(4) DeDupl.* 10 wn the Text (4). And for the Genuine S: Cy- - 


XUM 
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ot 
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| Iconclude, then, that notwithſtanding the Pro-- 
teſtants and Sccinians do, 'botly of them ,. plead-' 
Scripture as the rule of Faith; yet becauſe Prove- 


ſtauts plead the rule rightly in'the point of the Di- 


vinity of the Son of God, and the Socinians very: 

falſly (even in the opinion of the Arias and Roma- 

nifts themſelves): Cf); the Plea of the former does 5 Editor. . 
not j«/tifie the Plea of the latter ;. and [juſtifie]. is Piff- Anon. de-- 


our Authors word. For the Tryal of the Plea we ry | 


muſt come to dint of Argument; and Truth is great, Lec. Ingenuz | 
and will, in time, prevall... _——— 

nn dogma. 
In eo mihi maxim? improbari. quod Chriftum-ante fuam ex. Maria Virgine- Nativitatem-.. 
extitifle, neget. .. 
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Arg. , 
Prot. Plea, 
p. I, tOP. 12. 


Anſwer to 
Arg. I. 


The A. gument of the Firſt E 


CHAP. 1Il. 


Pasticular Anſwers 'to the particular 


Branches of the Proteſtants Plea 


for a Socinian , divided into five 
Conferences by the: Author of it. 


into any very great length; for after the 
general Conſiderations which anſwer the 
general Argument, there wants little more than 
the Application of them to the reſpeCtive Heads 


in the Dialogues. 
Of the Firſt Conference this is the Sum, both 


| # i H1S Third Chapter needs not to bedrawn 


Proteſtants and Socinians plead Scripture as thefſole 
Rule -of Faith.---Both ſay, the Scripture is ſuf- 


ficiently clear. Both fay, it is clear in the Do- 
Qrine of the Nature of the Son of God. The S09- 
cinian profeſſeth himſelf to be as Induſtrious in 
finding out the ſenſe of rhe Scripture as the Pro- 
teltant ; and he is as well affur'd in his perſuaſi- 
on ; therefore the Proteſtant , in this Plea, Yu: 


ftifies the S2ci721,, the latter ſaying the ſame 


thing for himſelf that the former does. 


I an(wer, | 
Firſt, (as before, ) That though they pretend to 
the ſame Rule, they Walk not alike by it. One 
follows it, the other wreſts it. And this ought 
not 


XLIM 


TNA 


«4, 


attention, or one of unjuſt deſign, ſhall caſtup the 


Sum falſe, there is no man who will tell us. in 
good earneſt, that the firſt juſtifies the Second ; 
or that both of them needed an Infalble Arith- 
metician to be their Judg. | ' 

Secondly, Though this Author picks out this one: 
point of the er of Chriſt, and repreſents it 
1n the term of Con/ubſtantiality, which to the Vul- 
gar here, is more difficult than that of Hom24- 
ſs-ty was to the Greets ; and paſſes by many more 
ealie Socinian Doftrines, yet ſo it is that we figd 
in St, John this very Article plainly revealed. For 
that Apoſtle (who certainly was conſcious of his 
own deſign) wrote the Hiſtory of his Goſpel to 


this very purpoſe, That we might believe that Feſws $.Joh.20. 31. 


5 the Son of God : By which each Romaniſt, who 
owns ( what his Church. does, ) the Catholick 
ſenſe of St. John's firſt Chaptes, can underſtand 
no other Article than that of Nie, that Chriſt is 
God of God. 

Thirdly, Though the S2cinians do pretend that 
the Writings of St. J-hn ate to them as clear as to 
any Proteſtant, and that they cannot diſcern jn 
them the Divinity of . Chriſt; yet Confidence in 
ſaying a thing 1s not clear, is not an Argument 
that it is not. The Houſe is not naturally made 
dark, becaule the Blind will excuſe their Infirmity 


upon It. 
; | Men 
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Men will ay Doftrines are obKure, even when 
they are ſecretly convinc'd of their evidence. For 
Pride and Prejudice are not very yeilding. . M 

* D. F.Anſv, Adverſary bere ({ays a Learned and Good Man x\ 
tothe Author © ſcems,to object as elſewhere, thatſome whoſcem 2 

#92,9.346,247 *£0 follow the Letter of the Scriptures deny this, 

: *<that.is, the Divinity of Jeſus Chriſt] 'as do the 

*<« Socinigns, What then ? This 15 not. for ' want of 

* Evidence in Scripture , but-from making or de- 

*« viting ways to avoid this Evidence. Will this 

« Author ſay, that there was no Evidence of there 

< being Angels and Spirits, amongſt the Jews, be- 

**« cauſe the Sadduces , who had opportunity of ob- 

© ſerving all ſuch Evidence, beleived neither Angel 

* nor Spirit? And will he ſay that ghere was no 

&« clear Evidence from the Word of Chriſt and his 

« Miracles, that they were from God, becauſe the 

<« Phariſes and -other unbelciving Jews, who con- 

© verſed with him, and ſaw his Miracles, and 

*© heard his Word, did not acknowledge him for 


<« God ? [I ſuppoſe nor]. 


Fourthly, Tt does not become the Author {whe 
is a Romaniſt) to ſay of the Proteftant pleading 
Scripture, that, in ſo doing, he juſtifies the Plea 
of the Socinian? For that ſuppoſes that the one has 
as much reaſon on his ſide as the other, Whereas 
a Romanift is oblig'd to own that the Proteftant, ſa 
far as it is oppos'd to the Socinian Creed, is the 
true Catholick Faith; and that the Nicene Creed 
which is common to us and them, is founded on the 
Scripture, though the bottom on which it ſtands is 
-by the Church to be diſcover'd ; whilft his Church. 


condemns the DoQtrines of 82cinns as Hzrerical, 
| and 
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and therefore as ſuch as cannot at. all,- either. plain- 
ly or obſcurely, be:.contain'd. in' the 'Holy Ca- 
non. | ny wa bo, 1 24 47 
| Eifthly, This Author ſeems to magnifie the [x- Prot. Plea, 
auſtry of the Socinians, ſaying, That noxe have 6'd ® LILAGTO 
more diligence in the ſearch of the Scriptures, as ap- 
pears by their Writings. This is true in part, and 
but in part ; for ſomtimes they have been in haſte 
enough.  Slichtingins (4) made quick diſpatch, (a) Lubienicc. 
writing many Commentaries in a few Months, and Hiſtorial. p. & 
doing this amidſt the Heats and Interruptions of 
War. | 
But, I will-allow Soi himſelf to have: been 
very induſtrious, and Grelzus alſo. Some of the 
reſt have been induſtrious rather as Scriveners than 
Commentators, tranſcribing the ſenſe, and, jn part, 
..the words of thoſe who went before them. - * But 
if Men are ingag'd 10-new Conceits, they are ynder 
a. neceſſity of : being diligent... A Text cannot be s 
wrung and ſqueez'd with a dead Hand, and there 
is more ſtudy requir'd for the perverting of Truth, 
tban for the declarinfbf it. For the true Interpre- 
tation of an nal much. more is requir'd tha 
Induſtry and Study. The Proteſtant therefore, 'in 
this Author (6), ipeaks of a ave Induſtry, void of (5) Prot. Pleas 
Pride, Paſſion, and other Intereft, and ſuch Indu- *'*: 
ftry has not been always acknowledg'd either in the 
Arians, or Soctnians. | 
For the Ariazs, the Antients look*'d upon them 
not ſo much as idle and ignorant, as mad and im- 
pious. The Fathers of the S;xth Synod (c) were (c) aud. tn- 


gathered together againſt Arizs the Diſtratted Preſ- cert. de 6. 
EC. ap. 


Nell. p. 1161, —Keam Artis 5% pewmigeg © Tewfuriga 
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"> ; Hi trine:tlie-Aiia 
+ Andthe-Latrns call'd his Dottrine tho. 

; ') Tit. c.8. _ W): V:incentins Lirinenſis Ce) calls that: 
FH E.H. Herefie the Poyſon of the Arians, pk "wn*n9 of 
oſhvs ad * Venemous and nyo, = dick Evi 
temp. Arian® neſs of the Arian Manners (f,) dilcover?dithe E 
A... abtheir Temper; and there was Fiercenels in it- as 
+ + qo So Leudneſs. - A Diſpoſtion morerfierce than 
(f1V.Lirp.r5 that of their Adverſary Nic59/45-(2), wha, they ſay, 
1 irs Atius a Box on the Ear, in+the-mid(t of the 
Ong eee grin Soi renee 
(g) V: Sand. Conmeil; Arins exercis'd the Ofic | pay 
am" s () of Scripture inthe Churchof Alewendria-: But 
phe JOverto his Fundamental prejudice is well underfto2d ; that 
() Thea, H. is; he falſly-imagin'd that: Ale% ander Wes teaching 
= 1/351 the Dottrineof Sebelins; wito-confoundedthe Throe 
Jean: mr Perſons and-made them but One-; and Herar headi- 
cups = ty from-thence, and#ell into: his ownextream: (3). ; 

Y. Theod 7 =p true, the Temper of the S9cinians (elpeci- 
lier, Fab.12: a11y. that of their Maſtes Sceinue; and'of Crelive and 
_ 2" b. Ry ſeems much more Virtuous than the- Diſ-- 
tÞ ©x mr the- 4rians, leſs ſenſual} leſs fierce-and / 
TY þloody- For they -were almoſt always-bred in-the 
<chool of AfMiQionz whaiiſt the Arias were ſome- 
times/an Imperial Party, Notwithſtanding: which, 
all 'Romaniſts have-not allow'd the Spcinians to be 
_ very well qualiffd for the-readingof the Scriptures. 
Pljckus -chargeth-them with beginning at-the Ale 
(Q) V.Ref; Cs before- they came-at- _ Holy _—_ 0&0 
& qe c : "grair of tite 
> xcini, P- 535: tho! lieve that Charge has a-gr R 
T7” Ss E ome no Cichowvins the- Jeſuit has-ſpoken 
{s) V. Corf. ety as Vajekas , accuſta - the Secinians- UL) 
Cirift, Vind. (ee. aking ſich a progreſs. in blaſptieming the-Son; 
FS Dal. «af-God; asto ſtem to have-fallen-from.a defire-et+- 
© Things. "Jo 
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Corferencoy. mithwhe. nſwek, 45 
Let a :Romanift confider 6f the Qualifications vFa 

'ProteJtant and a 886iniap (by the eftct of their La- 

bours /in Matters (bf |Chriltian 'Paith;/atil if*he be 

not blinded 'with'very frofs Parttality, he will ac- 
knowledpe a idifferente.- The !Broyeſtaye fins in 

the Sctipturethe -Divinity'of 'Chriſt and the Holy 

'Ghoſt;, and the Merit of Chrift's' Sacrifice; the 
Sorinianpretends 'the tontrary.” Tf 'the Protejtanc 
andiSocin ian wereiggquilly difpord, how, cones rhe 
*Qne!to Inrerprevas'wC4/58/7%, the Other as 'a Fe- 

reticb? And howTata-Romeri/ believe, thar' God 
givesatrequal/Blefling*to'the'Induſtry of the 'Prorc- . 
fſtants.and-Svcinians, hilt the/larterdo not ſottnuch 

g's" pray for :Graceto the|Spirit-of 'God, nor apply 
themſelves to:God: theWPather; through the Meri- 

torious Sadrifice:of /his*beffed Son'; nor 'to' Crit 
'himſelt.asGod, ibut-as-to the-higheſt of Creatures ? 

Cichovins : (#) therefore, has accus'd the Svcirisns (m) V.Refp. 
as making Chvift an [do/. 'S5crira5 thinks (») thoſe 34 Ep: Cicter, 
unfirto make)fwch ar ObjeRion;,who'add to'rite end {;) Ret. aq 
of the\Books*they write, Priiſe be 'to'God aud the Volt! p. 5534. 
Holy Virgin: - And Woſcorovins ('o ) mentions a (0) Moſcor. 
Pohſb -M Hl, in which Prayer tothe Holy Ghoſt Refot Appettd 
was exprelly forbitden. And before-the Conference gps 
betwixt-a\Cdrmaelite ian Storenshts (p) a Miniſter of (p) De Jeſu 
Lublix, the One prays'for ſucceſs firſt tothe Virgin, (&* DRE F 
and then'to 1Chrilt as God ; the' Other ro *Chrilt, Relatio, vrz/4, 
chough not as(the only God, But let thoſe 'Parties 

look to this matter 'whoin it ſo particularly con- 

The :QueſtionT here 'ask 35 this, Whether theſe 

following Do@rines proceed from an indttſtfiotts 

ſearch of xhe Scriptures; -by a Mint harnbte ana 
free from Prejutlite,, Pafſhon , ani Worldly Th- 

8 | P22 — tereſt? 
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On — 


— 


tereſt > As, (ex. gr.) © That Chriſt was notart all, 

*© till he was conceiv'd in the Body of the Virgin: 

a4 oa in © That the Queſtion. (4), Whether Chriſt, was be- 
0-258 © fore the World, or atter is,-is of no momear. 
* That his Blood 1s not a propet Sacrifice. Fhat 

« the Holy Spirit is not any Perſon at all, either Di- 

* vine or Created. That thoſe who are not Or> 

&* aained by others way. ſtep forth! and preach the 

(r). Socin. de *© Goſpel, and:adminifter the Sacraments: (7). That 
- y het * although Officers are generally.employ'd un'thole 
Aadec. p. 334. © FunCtions ; yet ocher Chriſtians are not. under 
Eat, Rac. d& © Obligation to forbear the performance of them: 
267. * © That Baptiſs is none of Chriſt's perpetual Pre- 
*©cepts in his Church. : [That it may be uſed in ad- 

= *mitting thoſe of riper years into a Church, but 
"by xe not as. a. neceſſary Chriſtiarr Rite, That ro hold 
P. Sophiam * it to be ſuch tis to add to the Scriptures (/). That 
Siemichoviam, « jt js anindifferent Ceremony, and, if to be us'd, it is 
P- 43T> 43” «to be us'd in the admiſſion of thoſe who come from 


433: ht + "ati 2g 
( Socin. = ſome other Religion ro.Chriſtianity(z).- Thatin 
.T. EP» 


1d Þ, Starr. © the words of. Chriſt” (#), [7h Cup is the New | 


Þ: 433- « Covenant in my Blood which « ſhed for you, there 
(4) S. Luk 22. « 15 a Soleciſm, or falſe Grammar,, and that there 
20..Tezw To _.} + . 

wr. 5 x1 are many ſuch Incongruities in the New Teſta- 
HaWnn td © ment (x). That 1t 1s an abule of the Lords Sup- 


eljA271 Ws" 70 (G 


Ce ex- Per tO believe that it confers any benefit. upon us, 


»i:.9r, ©conveighs any Grace from God , ' or give, us any: 


(x) Socin. de « fyrther aſlurance of his favour (y). That it 1s- 


& fi 
- 1 « [aolatry to kareel at the Sacrament of the Lords 


P2 773: *©Siupper, and that it may be Celebrated with the 
(y) Socin. de 


= oo. © Head cover'd. If theſe Dottrines be thereſults of 


Vol. p. 775. due Induſtry in ſearching the Scriptures, Prejud ce 
Hates of Sacr. 
p-59. Op 


. Vol. x d 
=p. 85, 186. Preparatives to. true. Interpretation. 


and Negligence may. likewiſe put in their Plea as. 
But: 
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But farther, in the very manner of Socinian 
Expoſition, there 1s apparent failure. For, though 
the Holy, Writers expreſs the ſaine thing very ditie- 
rently, -and without reſpect to nicety of - Words, 
(as 1s evident from the ſeveral formsof Words us'd 
in; repreſenting. Chriſts Inſtitution of the . Lords 
Supper); yet the S$9cinians make Interpretations of 
places:which relate tothe great Articles of Chriſtian 
Faith, to turn\upon ſubtleties of Grammatical con- 
ſtruftion. For Example ſake, they perplex the 
moſt comfortable D<trine of Chriſts ſatisfaftion 
with curious obſer vations about the Particle Foz (=). (x) See Creli.. 
Whereas our. Churchmen make. the 0/4 Teſtament, Sit. p. 6. | 
the Key of the New ; and finding plaialy that the ;%;& a 
Sacrifices of Attonement under the Law, were the &c. 
' Types of the Diving the Blood of Jeſus upon. the 
Crols, ; they conclude that God, with reſpeCt to 
Chrifts Death inthe quality of the great Expiation, 
did admit rhe guilty. World. into a reconcileable 
Eftate. | 
I might add that, by coming to particulars, the 
Secinian Prejudice and inſincere Artifice, in ex- 
pounding ſuch places of Holy Writ as concern their 
Scheme, wilt oo__ to all unbyaſſed Readers. I 
will inſtancein the Interpretation of that place in 
S. Jobs (a), No Man hath Aſcended up to. Heaven, (4)S.Job.3.r5:- 
bat be that came down from Heaven, even the Son of 5x Exp. Loc.. 
Man which is in Heaven. Socinus, tos the avoiding ,, = I 
_ a twofold nature in Chriſt, by which he might be 
both in Heaven and in Earth, and exiſt before he 
was born of a Virgin, fets down a twofold Evaſion 
in the place of an Explication.. © Firf,. be inter- 
« prets Aſcending into Feaven,. by ſecking after 
« Heavenly things, and De:ſcending from _— 
| "wo 
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- -by -traving Learned ſuch'Celeftial things. And, 
'«ro'make all ſure, che'takes. the hardineſsro fay, in 
«Grhe'Sccoud Place, that as S. Pail was'fnarch'd/up 
«;nto'the- third Hezvens, and ket 'down'again'; {6 
the Man Chrift Jeſus, was taken up ifito'Heaven, 
*©{gmewhile before his Death, andimade forne'{tay 
*there. 'And by his 'coming down 'agaik he ic*- 
*<pfaineth his going forth from the Father, his- Af- 

© cending into Heaven, his being in'Beavey:  - k 

If this be Interpreting, what is Perverting? 
Pot. Ples, Di- Sixthly, Whereas '(in the end of thisfirſt-Confe- 
#:1&Tion, p. 9; rence) 'the Author himfelf ſpeaks-as athirt!'Perſon 
10. atd a Romaniſt, and'taifes a doubr abour'the-cer- 
tinty any Mantan vrtiveat in having*riz htdy fed 
his Induſtry; 1 wolld only ak him, Whether'a'Man 
cannot 'be as ſure of his 7»4«ſ##5-in-cotiſutting his 
Reaſon and theScriptures, aSinattentling on Coun» 
cils, Tathers, "Decrees'of Popes, and the-Merhod of 
rhe MajorÞpart of 'Church:Governors, 'in 'the*'Unt- 
-verſal Church of all Ages ? 
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$:. 2, For the Argument of the Second :Con/e> 
Arg..2, -xence, this:is'the Subſtance-of -it. 
Prot. Plea, þ. * HE Ssc/n/ans 'Plead, that they ovght*nor' to 
12, t0.16, 2Y receive the Article 'of the Divinity of 'Chrift, 
from the Major. patt of ChurctfGovernors: That 
it was*not originally in'the'Creed: That noAtticle by 
ought 'rv be receivd:from Church-Authoriry, 'rifl 
VMenare:convincU thatitis grounded on theScri- 

Ptore, which Conviftion'thoy'wart, 'Now, thlefs 

he !Church were InfaNible in alt ſheterertnind, or 

at ſefftto Uſftingitiſhing thofe 'neceffities' mn _ 
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ſhe-cannot-err, from Points which) are: nos. cf. ſachh. 
neceſſtty; ſhe cannotjuſtific hen ſelf in;puttiog her: * 
Definitions: into a. Creed: Pratefunts, norwith-: 
ſtanding-they own the Article: of Chriſts Divinity, 
and urge the-whole Creed inta;which.it is;pu: ,, do. 
yet argue after-the manner off the: Sog:mtans againſt)” 
Church-Authority, and plead the Sariptureas their: 
Ground? and a: neceſlity. of Canvittion ; therefore:” 
(whilſt rhey continue-this.kind: of -Rlea) they. cans: - 
not-by- Church- Authority-cither juitifie themſelvey - | 
or-confate-their-Adverſaries: 


All this reaſoping-may be: confuted/hy theſe: dir: Auprer ta 
ſtinQ- Anſwers, Args, 2+ 


1.- We have.no need of-confurting; Friazs and 80- 
cinians, by Church-Authority, ſeeingwe can-do.it 
more effeTtually out-of- the Scriptures; ; and;ifthey, 
ſiy,thatthe Scriptures are on their ſide; tlieir ſaying: ' 
ſ> does not- alter the Nature of: Truth. And:tha 
Romaniſts allow that- they ſay not- true, . and: they, - 
may be confated-when they are not ſilenc'd; .Px0» 
teſtants decline not a diſputation with Socruians, by, 
the Rule of Primitive Church-Authority, But if 
they undervalue this rule, it is diſcretion in Pro:e: 
ftants to-debate the matter with:them. in a. way . 
which they themſelves beſt like of; ſeeing-that-isals 
fd a more certain, as well as amore ſpeedy way; to 
Vigory; 5) J. Richard 
2: Proteſtemts-do not well underſtand what:Rq- (od rrwoon— 
manifts-mean by-Church- Authority, for: ſome. of Controverſe. 
rhcir; Dof@ors-(5.), can. by a.nowe- figure. off their M15" 32 P. 
own, make'a: part and the whale ofthe: Cluych. to cede Trente, 


be the ſimes,.. Thisy-do nov — —— 
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{c) Vinc. Lirin, 
adv. Hzreſes. 
Cap. 6. Pe 1 3: 
—prope cunctis 
Latini Sermo- 
nis Epiſcopis, 
Ppartim vi, par- 
tim fraude de- 
ceptis, caligo, 
&c.Prot, Plea, 
P.15, Sect,17. 


Major part of Church-Governors throughout the 


-Church caz be their Rule, becauſe the People cannot 


Iways know which is that Part; cr that it ought to 
|. their Rule, becauſe, in ſome Ages the Minor 
part is the wiſer and better, Let not the Roman 
Church be griev'd atthis, as ſaid from me Yincen- 
tins Lirizenſis ſaid it long ago, that in the Arian 
times (c) there was a general darkneſs even over 
the face of the Latin Church. In the mean time 
they are made to ſuppoſe by this Author what they 
do not ſuppoſe, that the judgment of the Carholict 
Church is not Infallible, in judging what points are 
neceſſary, what are not. For though this or that 
Church or party of Chriſtians may fail, yetall can- 
not at once; for then the Church would tail. 

- 2. This Article of the Divinity of the Son of God . 
was originally in the Creed 3 for that the Fathers 
meant when 1a the Apoſtolical Creed they confeſſed 
Chriſt to-be Gods only Sox. And this they ground- 
ed on the Goſpel-of S. John, who wrote his Goſpel 
(which begins with Chriſts Divinity,) with this 
intention, that Men ſhould beleive Jeſus to be the 


- Son of God. 


4. Proteftants admit of no Article of Faith which 
is not grounded on the Scripture, which was never 


known before, and never oblig'd before ; yet, in the 


mean time they ſee no reaſon, why an Article aſſaulr- 
ed by Hereticks and Sophilts may not be explained ; 


or why the form of Co-feffion deſign'd tor Baptiſre, 


might not be enlarged for the benefit of the Church, 

and made a Sum of the Neceſlaries to be believ?d. 

It ſufficed at the firſt Incorporation of Perſons ro be 

Baptiz'a, that they profeſs'd to believe the Religion 

xhich owneth Father, Son and Holy Ghoſt. . 
5. 


$6. 
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. 5. A particular Church may put an Article of 
Faith into a Creed, without pretending to Infallibi- 
lity. She has Ability to doit, becauſe ſhe has 
an Infallible Rule by which ſhe can go. But ſhe 
ought not to ſay it is impoſſible a»y Church ſhould. 
do otherwiſe ; becauſe a Party of Ven may do that 
which they ought not to do, and to which they 
were not conſtrain'd. Prejudice, Miſ-attention, 
Corruption may fo prevail as to clap a falſe Byaſs 
upon Makers of Creeds: Elſe how came we by 
thoſe of Sirminm and Rimini? And for inſtance 
ſake, in the Ivfalible Science of the Mathematics, 
the perverſeneſs of the Temper of the Leviathay, 
would not permit him to agree with. a Learned Pro- 
feſſor. of that Science, even in the firſt Elements of 
Geometry ; and a Controverlie was maintain'd not 
only about the /quaring of the Circle, but about the 
Dimenſions of a Pcizt and a Lize. | 


The Force of the Third Conference may be Se#. 3. 
ſer down on this manner. Arg. 3+ 


no further than he is convinc'd that the ſame —_  obyy; 


uncil is rightly conſtituted, and that her Defini- 
tions are founded on the Word of God. He believes 
that it may err in things not Neceſlary, and in Ne- 
celiaries too if 1t be not a truly Gezers/ Council, He 
can ſcarce give to it the Obedience of filence in that 
which he believes contrary to the Scripture. The 
Socinian lays the ſame things, and denies the Council 
of Nice to be conſtituted rightly ; Therefore the 

Proteſtant juſtifies the Socinian, "Wy 
| G Our 


A Proteſtant ſubmits to the Decrees of a Cour cil, Prot: Plea, 
0 


hs ———— 
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The eArgument of the Fhird: 


Acſwer to. 
Arg: 3- 


YT” 


—— 


Our Autlior ſhould: have gone on, and ſaid, (for 
ſo a Romanilſt is by the Tenor of his Faith oblig'd 
to ſay) That the Proteſtant, with reference to the 
Council of Nice,. has the Reaſon on lus ſide. 5 

A-Son of the Church of Erzgland reverenceth the 
Four General Councils, of which Nice us the Firft 
He believes. its Faith to be bottom'd: on the Scri- 
ptures, and ſo did the Councit itſelf, and fo does- 
the Church of Rowe. He receives it as a General 
Council rightly Conſtituted, though no Pope call'd: 
it, or otherwiſe confirm'd it than the reſt- of the 


Vine. Lir. 2. Patriarchs, Metropolitans and Biſhops. He be- 


har. C. 6. 
Arianorum 


* lieves-its D. &rine to be, in the Phraſe of Vincentins 


veneno, p.15» Lirinerſfsr, well-founded Antiquity, and he: offers to- 


bene fundata 
Antiquitas. . 


rove it. - A Socinian therefore, if he has retain'd 
be will, as ſoon as he hears ſuch a. Plea as this, 
deſire him to return his Fee. | 
But what if a -S9cinian be found perverſe, and, .. 
being a Diiputer of this World, will have his own 
way of arguing? May not the Proteſtant wave the 
Conacil of Nice, and enter the Liſts, with Reaſon 
and Scripture ?* He that will not have him. do» 
it, .is not of the ſame mind either with the Fathers 
of- Nice, or. witly the Celebrated Latin DoCtor 


| S: Auſtin. The Council of Nice diſputed with the: 


Arians out of the Scripture, and confuted them by + 
it. . The Biſhops of it, by Ex/ebi«s, cite againſt them - 


V1. 3. Conc. the words of St. John, In the beginning was the 


Nic..Ed. Pif. 


Word, and the Word wes with God, and the Word © 
was God.” They argue from the words themſelves,. . 
as words clear and plain in their fignification : They 

take notice of the | Wozd was, ] as contrary to-- 
Fwas not,] and [was Gob, ]: as contrary to [was . 
not God.]_. S. 4A-in obſerving the perverſeneſs of”; 


Maximine, 


aw Soul OY OG otEoiine = at as ace rs ot 


—_ - a— 


Maximize, 'lays afide' Conncits, 'not a5 Uſeleſs, but 
as of leſſer Authority than the Holy Scripture, the 
force of waick his Adverfary could:not; with the: 
| ſamecaſeand readinefs, have avoided. ** Neither 
<.ought I (faith-S. 4ufin) to alledge the Council 
& of Nice, nor you thar of Ariminum.; for neither 
*< amT bound to the Authority.of the.one; -nory/0u* 
*to that of the other. Let us both diſpure wit: 
<« the Authorities of Scripture, which are Witneſſes 
«common to us both. Our Author puts'this Cita- Prot. Plea, - 
tion inco the: Socinizns Mouth, and takes it from Þ: 18. 
Dr. Taylor's mg from Popery 3 but, feeing it'is 
the Method of S. Auſtin, why does he not jaitifie a 
Proteftant in uſing of it ? | 
' Fhe Sum of the Foxrth Conference is Se9. 4- 
this. TOR , TE Arg. 4» 
Proteſtant excuſeth himfelf from Hereſſe by! prot. Plea, 

MW, api, A Heretick is Cwhat he himſelf 1s Þ- 24 1937 
not) an inate Maintaineri'of a Fundamental 

Error. None can be ſuch' Hereticks to whons the 

Truth is not fufficiently propoſed. ' Councils may 

not always rightly diſtinguiſh betwixt Fundamen- 
tals and not Fundamentals. He is not oblig'd tore- 
ceive their Definitions till he is convinc'd of the 

truth of them. He himſelf is Judge whether the . 

Article be ſufficiently propos'd, and whether he is 
convinc'd by that which is offer'd to him. The 
S>inian ſays the fame thing for himſelf. Our Au- a,qer to 
thor ſhould have added, that he fays it with equal 4 arg. 
Reaſon, if he would have made the one plead for 
the.other. But the Prozeſtenr, in this point of the 

G 2 Divinity 


—— 


52 The eArgument of the Fourth 
Divinity of the Son of Gon, (which is the Authors 
Inſtance ) does acknowledge that the Dottrine is 
ſufficiently propos'd ; does receive'the Council of 
Nice; does own that he is convinc'd. And the Ro. 
»antſt confeſſeth that, thus far, he is 1n the right, 
and the Socinian in the wrong. This comes to the 
ſame thing which was ſaid before, and the Anſwer 
is repeated, becauſe the ObjeStion is brought again. 
And indeed there is but one Argument, ſtriatly fo 
call'd, in all the Five Conferences which turn upon 
the ſame Hinge; and one Anſwer ſuffices: viz. | 


That when Two ſay the ſame things concerning 
contrary Dofrines, one of them. only can have 
Truth on his ſide: And that if both be equally con- 
fdent, the Confidence of the Perſons does not make 
the Contradiftion true. The Plea is his, not who : 
barely offers it, but who can make it good, In this 
Point of the Divinity, the Proteſtant makes his Plea 
good by the Scripture and the Conrcil of Nice, as a 
true General Council: And if his P/:z be true; ſure- 
ly it does not ceaſe to: be ſo, becauſe he has not had 
tt allow*d before. a Roman Judge: A Man 1s ſure 
that all the Articles in the New Covenant are ge- 
nuine, though they be not confirm'd under the Lead 


of the Fiſber.. 
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I come to the laſt Conference, where our Are. 5. 
Author reaſons to this effe&. Set. 5. 


H E Proteſtants imagine they excuſe them- Prot. Plea, p. 
ſelves from $chi/m, by  alledging, that they 3* 2 P- 45: 
letr a Corrupt part of the .Church, (meaning the 
Roman) and Reform'd themſelves, That the Schiſm 
is theirs who caus'd it, that they are united to all 
Churches in Charity, and in the unity of the Ca- 
tholick Church, being with them in all things in. 
which they are obliged to be with them. And in- 
the reſt they are-hindred fromexternal Communion 
by the ſinful Conditions which a' particular Churelt- 
puts upon them. The Sociniaxs ſay the fame thing. 
tor themſelves, with reference to other Communt- 
ons beſides the Roman, therefore the Proteſt ant ju- 
ſtifies the Plea of the Soc7a4en in-Relation io Schifmn. - 


. The fame Anſwer ſerves for the ſame ObjeCtion. ancyer to 5 
Socinians lay as Prateftants do, but the reaion is on *rs- 
the {ide of the latter, and nor on the former. And- 
our Author himſelf, with reſpett to his I»# ace of - 
the Divinity of the Son of God, will, by no means, 
ſay, that the Soci#4ans, who make that Article, 
where impos'd, a ſinful condition, of Communion, -- 
can by ſaying fo, excuſe themſelves from: &h1/n, 
whilſt they any where refuſe external Communion + 
; upon the pretence of that Article as not Chriſtian; A 
Rununlf cannot-ſay that it is not ſufficiently pro 
$'d to the S»cinians, and that it was never 1n their - 
power to be convinc'd. If they will turn this upon us ' 
with reference to our not ſeparating from thera - 

| but .... 


4 The Argument of the Fifth 


— 


- but ſtanding where we were, after having in Chri- 
ſtian, andLegal manaer allo;thrown oft the.Cortup- 
tions which were unagreeable to the Primitive 

| Chriſtianity, we will try it over. again with them 
by Scripture, Antiquity and Reaſon ; and the Im- 
partial World fhall judge, if it pleaſes, Whe- 
ther the Additional Articles in the. Creed of Pope 

Pres are of God or Men. : TE 7.1 | 

For this point of Schbi/ew, as here manag?d, the 
reaſoning .of this Fifth Conferexce was long ago 
confuted by My. Chillingworth. But enpr Author did 
not condeſcend to take notice of it, thoughkhe cites 

d many other Wordsof Myr. Chilingworth not far from 

Þ theſe. But a Cunning Marks-Man wilt not put 
E that into his Gun which may make it Recoil. How- 
ever I ſhall be bold to produce the Words, which 
-+ See herep. he, 1 all probability, did ftudiouſly omit ®. 
. 9, 22, 58.  ———« Whereas D. Potter fays, there isa great 
= phy « difference between a Schifm from-them, and a 
Sect. 8e. © Reformation of ourſelves : This (you ſay) is a 
* quaint Subtilty, by which all Schiſm and'Sinamay 
© be as well excuſed. It ſeems, then, in your Judg- 
© ment, that Thieves and Adulterers, and Murthe- 
©rers, and Fraytors, may ſay withas much proba- 
« bility as Proteſtants, thar they dono hurt toothers, 
=£ but only Reform themſelves. But then methinks 
« jt is very ſtrange, that all Proteſtants ſhould agree 

* with one conſent tn this defence of themſelves 

< from the imputation of Schiſm: And that, to this 

* day, never any Thief or Murtherer ſhould have 

« beentheard of to make uſe of this Apology !- And 


UDO 


* then for Schiſmatiques; T would know, whether 
5 <« Pittor Biſhop of Rome, who Excommunicated 


* rhe Churches of 4ſs, for not —— ” 
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«< Church in keeping Ez:ffer ; whether Novatian ' 


« that divided from Corzelizs, upon pretence that 
* himſelt was elefted Biſhop-of Rome, when indeed 
< he was not.; whether Feliciſ/ſimns and: his Crew, 
« that went out of the Church of Carthage, and (er 
*< yup Altar againſt Altar, becauſe, having fallen in 


<< perſecution, they might not be reſtored to the 


« Peace of the Church preſently, -upon the Inter- 
*cefſion of the Confeſſors ; whether the Dowatrj#s 


« who divided from, and'damned all the World, - 
« becauſe all the World would not Excommunicarte : 
«them who: were accuſed only, and not convitted, . 
«to have been T7aditorsof the Sacred Books; whe- - 
«ther they whict: for the- ſlips and infirmities of 


*.others, which they might and ought to Tolerate; 


«-0r upon ſome-difference in matters of Order and : 


«Ceremony, or. for: fome Error in Doctrine , nei- 


« ther pernicious nor hurtful to-Faith or Piety, 1c- - 
« parate themſelves from others, -or others from - 


«-themſelves3 - or laſtly, whether they that pur 


« themſelves out of the Churches Unity and Obe- - 
&«-dience, becauſe their Opinions are not approved - 
<« there, but reprehended and confuted ; or becauſe, - 


© being of-impious Converſation, they are impati-: 
«ent of their Churches Cenſure; I would know 


«(I ſay) whether all or any of theſe, may with” 
*« any Face or without extream Impudency, put in ' 


«this. Plea of Pzoteſtants,. . and pretend with as 


« much likelyhood as they, that they did-not ſepa- - 
«rate from others but only . reform themſelves ? 
« But,. ſuppoſe they were ſoampudent as to ſay fo in- 
« their own Defence falfly, doth 'ic follow by any - 
« good Logick, that therefore this: Apology is not to 
i 


% employ'd by Proteſtants who-may fay ſ& truly 


The A rgument of the Fi ifth, &c. 


« We mak? (ſay they) no Schiſm from you, but only 
« 2 Reformation of ourſelves : This (you reply) is 
«© 70 good juſtification, becauſe it may be pretended by 
&« any Schiſmatique, Very true, any Schiſmatique 
« that can ſpeak may ſay the ſame Words, (as any 
« Rebel that makes Conſcience the Cloak of his 
« impious Diſobedience, may fay with S. Perer, and 
«S. Tohn, Me muſt obey God rather than Mzs :) But 
« then the Queſtion is, whether any Schiſmatique 
« may ſay ſo truly ? And to this Queſtion you ; 
& juſt nothing: But conclude, becauſe this defence 
«may be abuſed by ſome, it muſt be uſed by none. 
*« As if you ſhould have ſaid, S. Peter, and S. Fohws 
<« Jid ill to make ſuch an Anſwer as they made, be- 
«* cauſe impious Hypocrites might make uſe of the 
'« ſameto palliate their Diſobedience and Rebellion, 
« 2gainſt the Lawful Commands of Lawful Autho- 
FIT. - , 
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'Feer all "_Y ulack Ending  faulg. with 
- the Plea of the Proteſt aut, \ L:is it that 
the the Peper aim at, .and: after. what 
Id- they. mend this: Plea? 
| T Ther will. cel yo « ATi ſeg, to be,the Conſe-, Prot. Plea, 
+; uence of the Jars 2 VP /, many, Profe- Peet. Þ. 9 
« pants, Vie. That in. ed rhe xs Church 
- * her ſern up one en: he Chucch-Gover- 
"66 worn, Vible Nee ch . 21S oe b 
+ by them ——_ Chriftiag,1, if he will, both Lal 
le, ig all d ariey ; and.certaing 
They will endeavour. to-perſuade, : 
Great:Ends.they.aim at are, 1rarh.a 
that theſe Ble ed 'Ends arg never to. 
attain'd ;withqur an, nBlible £4 hurch to wh chal 
: > hn Jud 1 in Rel ions a | 
uch;ſubmiGion, Pref eve rf 
tinye their, diſcourſe, and;;ley (2 w; D Fare & : 
Judge, every Mans Reaſons | :fon,, and every 
Morey is i SERerares and he .is jag to, run 
wild after hjs,own. Imaginations,; 0 
Fs Mani 15,not in, the right, loi not. : tre 56 
&1ll ;s is given; agpinie him by .an Infal 
But Men.mult firſt be fared pron 1aLy, is ſuch 
Judge, and who he is, and where and how to be 
H __ found, 


—— "= 


"The c Crrkifn, 


hu) Chill-Pref. x = 


to Char. . 
maintain w- 


p.3,9. Sedt.12, 


found, and how far Men will follow him. Where 
there was ſuclt a:Judge on Earth, (the moſt.[ofa/- 
lible High-Prieſt, the Bleſſed. JESUS Y). prejudic*d 
and bona 4 Men: would 'neitler: be of Q#2"F3:ch,, 
nor & 074 Fetrt. The Wiſdomh of God:will not, 
by. forcing of Aſent, deſtroy the Nature and Vir- 
tue of it; and he fath declar'd that he will permit 
Herefies, that thoſe who are approved and excel. 
lent Chriſtians may be diftingmſhed from thoſe who 
are. not.. This Expedient of the ms ob is like 
that of the Atheiſt $pinoza,. who fas left the fol-- 
towing Maxim to the World as his Legacy for Peace, 
Tienes 2nd the uſer of hit Ree One 
ence.an ter-of hnrtan 
in ef&&; She ll your By es and agree in dui Who 


ſhall fead , afd you Jon all go one way : 
Bur'the di cy x in ning thera 40 agree Ie 
is not difficult t deat more upon this- 
Sabjea-: iy d of gods which mi bbs. 
here offei Mien myfer,: I wilt refer [rhe 

to 2. I ely Wa, mx deyct-" © ber = 
COmrerning 4: Poles 7 amtrover = 
_ wi oY thi Fwhich Mt.” Hicemerrs roy faid”” 


Cn to. which «this Author. has here faid % 


SG © (5) again confidently, That, if this. 


. « Tafuttilcy be once irnpeach'd _—_ n 1s 
«yen over to his owtrWit and Diſcourſe. By LM 
&if you mexn D/ſconr biinch iding itſelf by meh , 
e,: but-only by Pl es of Nature, or per--- 
* op byPrejudices and popular _ and Farew- - 


ing TA to eementans not b © Rule but by. Chance, is;-. 
oY no::means; true.:. If you 'mean ; Br Diſcomrſe, . 


thb Reaſon, grounded on. Divine Revelation + 
and t 
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© and common.Notions , written by God in the 


* Hearts of all. Men; adoring, according to 
s: . conſequen | 3 


*< the :never-failing Rules. of Logi 


* Deduttions from them. I this bei which you | 


*< mean by Diſcourſe, It is-very meet, and rea 


<0ns Þ elec} in tut of grout imporcnce 
ons, 10 elpeclally in- tnat oft greateſt umportance, 
ppinels-ſhould be 


* the choice of their way to- 


< left unto: And hbe:that follows this an all Opi- 


*« nions afid Actions, and does:not only ſcem-to do- 


'* ſo, follows always Gods: whereas he that: follow- 
< eth a Company of Men, may oft-times follow a 


< Company of Beaſts, And-in-{aying this, 1 fy oo 
«more than S, Jobs togll Chriltians itheſe words, 
&« Dearly Beloved, believe not every Spirit ;- but try 
« the Spirits, whether they be of God or no + And the 


-« Rule he gives them 0. this tryal'by, is'to 
JESUS rob 


<« conſider, whether they Confe/s #obe Chriſt ; 
« that is, the Guide of their Faich, and Lord of their 


< to be his Vicar. 1 ſay-no more than's..Pas/, in 
"*exhorting all Chriſtians, 7o try elf things, end hold 
<6 faſt that which is good : ThanS. Peter jn command- 
«* ing all Chriſtians, To: be resdy $0 give « reaſon of © 
"66 the hope that ic iu them-; Thien aur Saviour him- 


«ſelf, in forewarning all his Followers, that if rhey 


*< blindly followed blind-Guides, both Leaders awd Fol- 
«& Jowers . ſhould fall into the Ditch. And again, is 


<« ſaying even to the People; Tes,. awd why of you 
-<« ſelves Judge: ye wot what is right? And Gragh 
« by *Paſhon.,, or Precipitatioo, © or Prejudice, 


'« want of Reaſon, -or not uſing what they have, 


< Men may be,. and are oftentimes, lead into” Er- 


-46 ror and Miſchief ; yer, that they cannot be 


*& mil- 
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| The \Conclufion.- 
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« Chapter of this Pamphlet, That from 7ruth no 


« Mer :can,, by good Conſequence, infer Falſhood;, 
« Therefore, by Diſcourſe, no Mart can: poffibly- be © 
«led toerror; but if he erre in his Concluſions, he : 
© muſt: of. Neceſſity, . either err in his Principles, 
© (which here cannot have place) or commit ſome © 
& error in. his Diſcourſe ;- that is, -indeed, not Dif- - 


«<-courſe; but ſeem to do-ſo; 


« 13.. You ſay, Thirdly,. with ſufficient confi- 


* dence,” Thar. if the true Church may err in defining” 
«© phat Scriptures be Canonical; - or in:delivering the 


«ſenſe thereof, then we miuſt follow either the private” 
&« Spirit, or elſe 'natural Wit and Pudgment' ; andiby - 


© 7hem examine: what Scriptures' contain true of falſe 


& Dottrine, and in thup reſpett ought to bereceived or' - 
© rejected. Allwhichis apparently natrue; nenher: - 
*can any. proof of it-be pretended. For thouglr - 
«the preſent Church may poſſibly err-in her Judg-' - 
* ment: touching this. matter , yet have we other* : 
« direCtions in:1t,, beſides the private Spirit, and” 


«the Examination-of the Contents (which latter” 
«way may conclude the. Negative veryſtrong 


= 
*wit, that ſuch or ſuch a Book cannot come fronr - 
«God, becauſe it contains irreconcileable- Contra- - 


« ditions; but the Affirmative it cannot conclude; 
« becauſe the Contents of a Book may be all true; 
«and yet.the Book. not Written by Divine inſpira= 


#r100 ;)- 


© miſguided by. Diſcourſe, truly -ſocalled, ſuch as: I” 
« havedeſcribed, you yourſelf-have- given-them ſe. - 
& curity. For, what is Diſcourſe, but drawing Con- 

«cluſwsas-out.of Premiſes: by good: Confequence-?” 
« Now;,. the Principles which we haveſetled; to-wit, . 
«the: Scriptures, are onall ſides agreed to be Infalli-- 
i -; Pro And you have: told us in the Fourth”. 
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«« tjion;;)::Other.dire&ion therefore Lay wehave,-be- 
< fides either of theſe three, and that: is, the Teſti-- 
« mony of the Primitive:Chriſtians: | | 
; 14+ © You ſay, Fourthly, with convenient bold- 
« nels, .that- his Infall:ble Authority of the Charck 
«being denied, no Man can be aſſured, that any par- 
* cel of the Scripture was Written by Divine Inſpira- 
« zjon : Which is an untruth, for which no proof is: 
«pretended; and beſides, void of Modeſty, and 
« tl of Iniquiry.. - The &ir/#, becauſe the -Experi- - 
*<ence.of Ingumerable Chriſtians is agatnſt it; who: 
«4re-{ufficiently affured, that the Scripture is Di-' 
« yinely inſpired; and: yet deny (the: Infallible Au- 
*«thoriry of your Church, or any other.- The $e-"- 
« 0d, becauſe if I have not ground to be afined"” 
«of the Divine Authority of Scripture, unleſs [ firſt” 
p « believe your Church [»fallible, then can I have 
| ©no;ground at all 'to believe-it. . Becauſe there is* 
«© no ground; nor can any be. pretended, why F- 
« ſhould believe the Church Þfallible, unleſs I firſt” 
<« believe the Scripture Divine. : 
£5. * Fifthly and laſtly, You ſay, with confi- 
« Jenge in abundance ; that zoxe can deny the Ivf al» 
« lible Authority of your Church, but he muſt abandow 
«all infuſed Faith, and True Religion, if he do but 
« underſtand himſelf : Which is toſay,: agreeable tor ' 
« what you had ſaid before, and-what out of the - 
| « 2bundance of the Heart you ſpeak very often; that 
Hh « &{l-Chriſtsans befides you are oper Fools, or concealed 
« Atheiffs. Alk this you ſay with notable Confi- - 
« dence, (as the manner of Sophiſters is, to place 
« their Confidence of Prevailing in their Confident - 
«manner of Speaking,) but then for the Evidence - 
« you promis'd to maintain this Confidence, that is - 
« quire vaniſhed and become inviſible, © "HÞ-- 


- 
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The C onclufion. 


. and to all Men, a greater Mea 


Hitherto I havebeen arguing againſt our Author; 


| but now, in the cloſe, I cannot but joyn with him 


inhis Proteſtants Exhortation to Flumility *. It is 
an Admirable Virtue ; and may God grant to mey- 
ure of it. It is a 
.Virtue proper even for Guides in Religion, that they 
may humbly help the Faith of others, and.not exer- 


_ Ciſe Dominion over it. 


+ APefence of 
the Papers, 
:&c. p. 126. 


-* A Practical 
Diſcourſe of 
. Humility, by 
\.W. A. Lond. 

F631, 


And, becauſe a late 'Writer has been pſtas'd te 
ſuffer this ſevere cenſure to drop from his Pen, [<.it 
&« js the leſs tobe admir'd that [our Author] is ſuck 


< a ſtranger to that'Spirit [of Meekneſs and humble 


« Charity, ] becauſe among all the Volumes of Di- 
« yinity, written by the Proteſtants, there is nat 


"<< one Original Treatiſe, ar leaſt, thatT have ſeen or 


<« heard of, which hashandled diftinAly and by itſelf, 
* that Chriftian Virtue of Humility.J I will tell 
him of one Book (as I could of many others) 
written fiogly upon that Subjett. 1 mean a late 
Treatiſe by Mr. Allex**, a Man who had.conſidered 
many ways, but _ before his Death, —_ of 
that of the Church of .Ezz/and, as the moſt ſafeand 
Apoſtolical. He was a Lay-Man, a'Citizen, a Man 


.of little skill in Languages or Scholaftick-Learning, 
.yet, by Gods Bleſling; his Induftry and Since- 
-rity, and the Minifteral helps he met wirh in our 


.Communion, I will-be bold to ſay he underſtood 
;theScriptures as-judiciouſly as many Learned Ro- 


miſh Commentators, who have got a' Name in the 
World, and ſtand pompouſly, 1n'ſeveral:Volumes, 


-upon the Shelves of Students. 


OY 
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P*s. » lin. 7. for 1#:xt, read wx. Pag, 13. lin. 6. for Fow:hl, read 
& Fiſthly.-Pag. 34, lin.22, for Queens time, read unquiet times. 
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